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CHRONOLOGY OF " THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVII[th Centur (1803), . 36 vols, 
The chief sources whene e these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal ; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon's Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett s Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table :— 





HISTORY. | (SixtH PARLIAMENT.) 
CONQUEST to 34 GEO. II.—1066 to 1760, | Vol. = & ~ ca | | ee 1819 
P= BE sisssscce 6 = <joaee -2 
Vol. 1 to 15, 1 Wit. 1. to 34 Geo. IT. | ance 
1066-1760 
Second Series. 
REIGN OF GEORGE III.—1760 to 1820. 
‘ | REIGN OF GEORGE IV.—1820 to 1830. 


Vol. 15 to 35, 1 Gro. III. to 40 Gro. IIL. | 


; (SEVENTH PARLIAMENT. 
1760-1800 





Vol. 1 to 3... 1 Gao. IV. ...... 82 
(First PARLIAMENT.) = { & 5 9 ia acd) mend 
VGLS6  .cedieic AY Gro, DM c.00. 520 1801; — 6— 7... 3 a a Te 1822 
Se er: 42 Se aiken 1802, — S8— 9... 4 a Weadens 1823 
— 10—11... 5 am aciisas 1824 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT.) o> Ee Es 6 sete 1825-6 
oa btn eee OO _ 
ae (EIGHTH PARLIAMENT.) 
DEBATES. oe) rer 7 Gmc TV. ois: 1826 
First Series. — ] ‘ oe 5 aT 1827 
— 18 & 19... 9 Sete “eke 1828 
(SECOND PARLIAMENT—continued.) — ie aa 1829 
Vol. 1 & 2...44 Gao. TIL...... 1803-4 | — 22 to 25...11 a 1830 
— 3to 5...45 Se Oe 1805 
—= 6 & 1.:.46 eget 1806 Third Series. 
(THIRD PARLIAMENT.) REIGN OF WILLIAM IV.—1830 to 1837 
Vol. 8 & 9...47 Geo. III....... 1806-7 | (NINTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 1 O- B.. TIL "4 
(FourTH PARLIAMENT.) ” - ah 1830-1 
Vol. 9 to 11...48 Geo. III. ...... 1807-8 (TENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
= 8 14..0 yee > doin 1809 ,, . ; , 
— 15 — 17.50 Pea © ott 1810 Vol. 4 to 8... 2 WiLL IV. ...... 1831 
a nS et oe Oe mie 1832 
— 21 — 23...52 a. aadae 1812 
| (ELEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
(FIFTH PARLIAMENT. ) | Vol. LS: to: 265.5 2 Wie TV ics: 1833 
)» D5 Pw, 
Vol. 24 to 26...53 Gro, III. ... 1812-13, BR ee ot SEN seamed 1854 
—_ See. « ... Is, F 
— 99 to 31...55 ek ... 1814-15 (LWELFTH PARLIAMENT.) 
— 32 — 34...56 ee | desea 1816 | Vol. 26 to 30... 6 Witt. IV....... 1835 
— 35 & 36...57 ee. abbas 1817; — 31 — 35... 7 sai paths 1836 
— 37 — 38.,,58 dn gi 1818} — 36 — 38... 8 — . detsas 1837 








lv CHRONOLOGY OF 


REIGN OF VICTORIA—1837 to 1901. 
(THIRTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 39 to 44... 1 VICTORIA ...... 1838 | 
— 45 — 50... 2 eet eae pe 1839 
~— 51 — 5d... 3 rae? | Sues 1840 
= es a a (a) 1841 
(FOURTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
SE iscsnect 4 Victoria (b) 1841 
— 60to 65... 5 me en ae 1842 
— 66— 71... 6 a 1843 
— %72— %6... 7 a 1844 
— *7— 82... 8 Se Ae 1845 
— 83 — 8&8... 9 ae abagde 1846 
~~ O..2  = (a) 1847 
(FIFTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
RL CBD: excssbe0% 10 Victorta = (b) 1847 
— 96 tol01...11 »  Beeeae 1848 
— 102 —107...12 s Basa 1849 
— 108 —113...13 er 1850 
— 114 —118...14 se lugass 185] 
=e sa (a) 1852 
(SIXTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
WOR ESS vicksssss 15 Victoria = (b) 1852 
-- 124 to 129...16 ee 1853 
— 130 —135...17 tyes 1854 
— 136 —139...18 a 1855 
— 140 —143...19 a 1856 
lee BE. asscbsvs (a) 1857 
(SEVENTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 145 to 147...20 Vicrorta = (b) 1857 
— 148 —151 ..21 ey 1858 
— 152 —153...22 -- (a) 1859 


(EIGHTEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 154 to 155...22 Victoria = (b) 1859 
— 156 —160...23 —— . seinen 1860 
— 16] —164...24 ae acon 1861 
— 165 —168...25 ae aww 1862 
-— 169 —172...26 ees sein 1863 
ey | (ees fe | — —deveee 1864 
— 177 —180...28 ry 1865 

(NINETEENTH PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 181 to 184...29 VicTORIA ...... 1866 
— 185 —189...30 — ss deceee 1867 
— 190 —193...31 — ... 1867-8 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 194 to 198...32 Vieror1A_... 1868-9 
— 199 —203...33 a 1870 
— 204 to 208...34 ae 1871 





“THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES ”—cont. 


(TWENTIETH PARLIAMENT-—cont.) 





Vol. 209 —213...35 VICTORIA ...... 1872 
7 Ee he a: ces 1873 
(TWENTY-First PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 218 to 221...37 VICTORIA ..... 1874 

—- 222 —226...38 aT 1875 

— 227 —231...39 CS. wanes 1876 

— 232 —236...40 ain 1877 

— 237 —242...41 wae? eae 1878 

— 249...42 — 1878-9 

— 250 & 251...43 — (a) 1880 

(TWENTY-SECOND PARLIAMENT.) 

Vol. 252 to 256...43 Victoria (b) 1880 

— 257 -—26d...44 Se: heat 188] 


— 266 —273...45 -—- 
— 274 & 275...45 — 


(a) 1882 
(b) 1882 


— 276 to 283...46 ee 1883 
— 284 —-292...47 mae’ = Siga og 1884 
— 293 —301...48 — 1884-5 
(TWeNTY-THIRD PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 302 to 307...49 VicTorIA (a) 1886 


(TWENTY-FoOURTH PARLIAMENT.) 


Vol. 308 & 309...49 Vicrorta  (b) 1886 
— 310 to 321.. “50 wrasse 1887 
— 322 —332...51 —— aaeae 1888 
— 333 —340...52 So adiees 1889 
— 341 —348...53 = ewes 1890 
— 349 —356...54 — ..- 1890-1 
Fourth Series. 
(TWENTY-FOURTH PARLIAMENT—cont.) 
Vol. 1lto 6...55 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
(TWENTY- FirtH PARLIAMENT.) 
a oe 56 VICTORIA ...... 1892 
— 8 to 21...57 — 1893-4 
— 22 — 29...57 = hives 1894 
— 30— 35...58 am Spe 1895 
(TWENTY-SIXTH PARLIAMENT.) 
Vol. 36 .........59 VICTORIA ...... 1895 
- 37 to 44...59 --- 1895-6 
— 45 -- 52...60 wis: egaes 1897 
-- 53 -— 65...61 4 ~\Speses 1898 
—- 66 — 76...62 a. deat 1899 
it DE tanasees 63 a 1899 
— 78 — 83...63 ms iia 1900 
— &4 63&64 --  ...... 1900 
— 85 — 87...64 rl aie 1900 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT.) 
VE BS cciscesnd 64 VICTORIA ...... 1900 


REIGN OF EDWARD VII. 
(TWENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT—cont. ) 
Vol. 89 1 Epwarp VII....1901 
90 to 96... 1 ..-190] 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 


THE CABINET. 


Prime Minister and Lord Privy Seal——Most Hon. the Marquess of SALISBURY, K.G. 

Lord President of the Council——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY. 

First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. ARTHUR J. BALFOUR. 

Secretaries of State 
Foreign Affairs Most Hon. the Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G., G.C.M.G., G.C.S.I, 
Home Department-———Rt. Hon. CHARLES T. RITCHIE. 

Colonial——Rt. Hon. JoSsEPH CHAMBERLAIN. 
War——Rt. Hon. W. St. JOHN BRODRICK. 
India——Rt. Hon. Lord GEORG HAMILTON. 

Chancellor of the Exchequer-—Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 

First Lord of the Admiralty——Rt. Hon. the EARL OF SELBORNE. 

Lord Lieutenant of Lreland——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor of Ireland tt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 

President of the Board of Trade {t. Hon. GERALD W. BALFOUR. 

Postmaster-General—— Marquess of LONDONDERRY, K.G. 

Secretary for Scotland Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 

President of the Local Government Board tt. Hon. WALTER H. LONG. 

Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster——Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD. 

First Commissioner of Works {t. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 

President of the Board of Agriculture——Rt. Hon. R. W. HANBURY. 


























NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P. 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury ——J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, Esq., M.P. 
Chief Secretary for Ireland tt. Hon. GEORGE WyNDHAM, M.P. 
Vice-President of the Board of Education——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELpon Gorst, K.C., M.P, 
Secretary to the Admiralty——HuGu O. ARNOLD-ForstTER, Esa., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury-——/ H; T- ANSTRUTHER, Esq., M.P. 
en ae WILLIAM Hay2s FISHER, Esq., M.P. 
Manig-sxarve Lord W. T. KERR, K.C.B. 
: Rear-Admiral A. L. DOUGLAS. 
Lords of the Admiralty—) Rear-Admiral A. K. Witsoy, V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Office-——Viscount CRANBORNE, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Home Oftice——Ri. Hon. JESSE CoLLinGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Coloniai Office —- Rt. lon. Earl of ONSLOW, G.C.M.G. 
Parliamentary Secretary, India Office Rt. Hon. Earl of HARDWICKE. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Otfice——Rt. Hon. Lord RAGLAN. 
Parliamentaiy Secretary to the Board of Trade tt. Hon. Earl of DUDLEY. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board J. GRANT LAwson, Exq., M.P. 
Financial Secretary, War Office Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
Attorney-General——Sir R. B. Finuay, K.C., M.P. 
Solicitor-General——Rt Hon. E. Carson, K.C., M.P 





























HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.-—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 


Judge Advocate-General——Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce 
and Admiralty Division. 
Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL, K.C.V.O. 
Vice-Chamberlain—— Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWEs, M.P. 
Lord Steward Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PORTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.O. 
Paymaster-General——His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. 
Master of the Buckhounds——Rt. Hon. Lord CHESHAM, 
Captain Yeomen of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 
(General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B. (permanent). 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of Kintrore, G.C.M.G. 
| Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 
Lords-in-Waiting—— | Rt. Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.L, G.C.LE. 
Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 
Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 
| Rt. Hon. Lord BAGoT. 


SCOTLAND. 











’ 


Seeretary for Scotland and Keeper of the Great Seal——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFoUR OF BURLEIGH. 


Lord Justice-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFOUR. __ 
Lord Advocate Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, K.C.. M.P. 
Lord Justice Clerk Rt. Hon. Lord KinspurGu, C.B. 














Lord Clerk Reeister——His Grace the Duke of MONTROSE, K.T. 

Lord High Commissioner——Rt. Hon. Earl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General CHARLES Scorr Dickson, Esq., K.C., M.P. 
IRELAND. 

Lord Lieutenant——Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.G. 

Lord Chancellor — Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 


Chief esr ae Hon. GEORGE WYNDHAM, M.P. 

Under Secretary Hon. Sir DAvIp HARREL, K.C.B., K.C.V.O. 

Department of Agric «the and Technical Instructicn 
SECRETARY FOR IRELAND; Vice-President: Rt. Hon. HORACE PLUNKETT. 

Attorney-Gener: tt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, K.C., M.P. 

Solicitor-General——Gro. Wricut, Esq. 











PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Rt. Hon. Earl of MorRLEy. 

Clerk of Parliaments——HrENry J. L. GRAHAM, Esq., C.B. 

Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant) Hon. E. P. THESIGER, C. Bb. 

Reading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—-ALBERT GRAY, Esq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq 

Senior Clerks 
Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Oilicer of Priv ~“e! Bill Costs 
Peers’ Printed Paper Oflice——A. HArrison, Es 
Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Pantie Officer of Judicial Costs 

TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. LEIGH, Esq 
Princi = Clerk of Private Committees—J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, mie 

Other Clerk F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON Gorbon, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the T: able) ; Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Rob fig Esq. ; H. P. Sv. 
JOHN, Esq. ; M. we Leu, Esq. ; Hon. E. A. Sronor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. : 
C. HE ADLAM, Sag . B. Horna, Esq. 

Accountant——G. FUL KES s, E sq. 

Copyist Mr. T. A. Court; Assistant Co ryist Mr. H. P. Norris. 

Messengers Messrs. W. WorFELL, A. A. VORFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. 
LOCKE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——S. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant —— —A. H. M. BUTLER, Esq. 

Messenger——Mr. W. H. G. STREVENs. 

Examiners for Sti snline Orde rs——C. W. CAMPION, Esq. ; J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 

.G. Bonb, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod— Gen. Sir Michael A. 8. BIpDULPH, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher— Captain T. D. BuTLEr. 

Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.C.V.O., C.S.L 























R. W. Monro, Esq. 
-E. ¥F. 





























President : The Rt. Hon. the Crier 
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HIS MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 















































PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Coni.) 


Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 

Resident Superintendent——Mr. J. K. WILLIAMs. 

Shorthand Writer. W. H GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Principal Doorkeepers Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F. HOLMAN 

First Class Assistants——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 

Second Class Assistants Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. STopp. 

Third Class Assistants Messrs. J. WooLAcoTT, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 

Messengers Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. Forsyru, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILIPS, 
W. W. MEATES. 

Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. WILLIAM AGGAs. 

Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords——Mr. 'T, KENDRICK. 


T TAD a 7 { 1 AOMN TC 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk- Assistant FRANCIS B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant ARTHUR W. NICHOLSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees W. GIBBONS, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. H. Ley, Esq. 
Committee Office——R. Dickrnson, Esq. 
Private Bill Office——J. H. W. SoMEnsEt, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —F. St. GrorGE TupPeER, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq.; C. V. FRERE, Esq. ; 
L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. ; Sir E. H. DoyLr, Bart. 

Assistant Clerks S. L. SIMEON, Esq. ; Ax THUR 1. DASENT, Esq. ; E. C. HOWE BROWNE, 
Esq.; Horace West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq.; ARTHUR H. ELLIs, Esq. ; 
Percy A. Buti, Esq.; F. R. WiILiiIAMs Wynn, Esq.; W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. 
HOLLAND, Esq. ; J. W. G. Bonpb, Esq. ; T. L. WEBSTER, ha. 

Junior Clerks——H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; R. P. CoLoms, Esq. ; 
B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHmpers, Esq.; J. Scorr PorTER, Esq. ; F.C. BRAMWELL, Esq. ; 
W.T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq.; W. K. GIBBons, Esq.; A. E. A. W. SMYTH, Esq. ; 
K. J. C. Moorsom, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Billsk——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer W. H. GurNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Office Clerk in Committee Office——Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Oftice Clerk in Journal Office——Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J. J. SHELVEY, C. DAviE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JONEs, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms H. D. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. Gossrt, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——W. H. ERSKINE, Esq. 

Doorkeepers-—Mr. W. WILSON, Mr. M. INGLEFIELD. 

Oftice Messenger Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. Woopcrart, Mr. R. RoBertson, Mr. 
J. Hitis, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. Tyr, Mr. R 
Hobsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY, Mr. J. H. Day. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT, R. TURTLE, 
A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON, H. E. LININGTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistans —-Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EDMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper Mr, J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper—— Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House tev. Archdeacon BASIL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker——Hon. Sir E. CHANDOs LEIGH, K.C., K.C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. W. MURRELL. 

Referee of Private Bills ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq., C.B. 

ixaminers of Private Bills——C. W. Campion, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master C. W. Campion, Esq. ; Clerk——B. H. Fru, Esq. 

Librarian——R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian E. G. fi ARVEY, Esq. ; Clerks 12 
Library—Messrs. J. R. Crimp, WM. STEWART; Messengers——Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 
W. HAGUE. 

Vote Office—— 

Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLICcK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks——P. E. Smiru, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——-Mr. W. MURRELL. 











































































































Printers——. 
Journals——G. E. BriscorE Eyre, Esq. 
Votes——-J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 





Mr. SCANTLEBURY. 





Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons 
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ooK THE OatH.—Several Lords took the Oath 1 
Tue Ear Russevt.—the Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that he had 

received a letter from Sir Forrest Fulton, Recorder of London .. 1 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with: Great Western Railway ; Yorkshire Electric Power. The 
same were ordered to lie on the Table .. - ws ws es - ] 


STANDING ORDERS CoMMITTEE.—Report [from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that the name of the Great Western Railway 
Company be struck out of the Bill. Read, andagreed to .. 
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to the Bill... 


to 


to 


Dover Gas Bill [u.L.|.— Reported with Amendments vi bis ne 2 
Cardiff Railway Bill [u.u.].—Reported with Amendments ... = es 2 
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Eccles Corporation Bill.—Read 2“, and committed ... 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill ; Brighton Corporation Bill ; Wallasey 
Improvement Bill.—Read 2, and committed ; the Committees to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection 


Cromer Water Bill.—Read 2¢, and committed 


Clyde Valley Electrical Power Biil ; Southampton and Winchester 
Great Western Junction Railway Bill.—Read 2¢, and committed ; the 
Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. 


Great Western Railway Bill; Swansea Harbour Bill; Winsford Urban 
District (Gas, Transfer, ete.) Bill.—Read 24 e m 


Yorkshire Electric Power Bill. —Read 24, and committed ; the Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. és 3 oo 


West Surrey Water Bill.—Read 3%, and passed 


Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [1.1.].—Read 3%, and passed, and senv to the 
Commons Ke = ¥ ae i as . _ 


Tendring Hundred Water Eill; Richmond Gas Bill; Derwent Valley 
Water Board Bill; Petersfield and Selsey Gas Bill.—Read 3¢, with the 
Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons .. 


Paisley Police and Public Health Bill; Rhyl Improvement Bill.—Brought 


from the Commons ; read 1@; and referred to the Examiners 


Cardiff Corporation Bill; Leatherhead Gas Bill.—Returned from the 
Commons, with the Amendments agreed to .. ae = a 


Yorkshire Electric Power Bill.—leport from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Five Lords appointed a Select Committee on the Aldershot Gas 
and Water Bill and another Bill do form the Select Committee for the 
consideration of the Yorkshire Electric Power Bill ; read, and agreed to ; 

all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying 
to be heard by counsel against the Bill; to be heard as desired, as also 
counsel for the Bill . 


Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill ; Yorkshire Electric 
Power Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Kenyon be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee 
on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Wolverton ; read, and agreed to. 


Tees Valley Water Board Bill. ig os from the Sclect Committee, 


with Amendments .. 


London Riverside Fish Market Bill.—Ke ~ ted from the Select Committee 
without amendment. : = oS Ge 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—leport from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the considera- 
tion of the Bill, the Committee having found that the Petitioners had no 
locus standi betore them ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. The 
Orders made on the 20th of May and 14th instant pe sa and Bill 
committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
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Milford Docks Bill sii L. “I —Commons’ Amendment considered, and himnian 
to ; es ‘ ‘ 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill ~~ a Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to ‘i 


Blackburn Corporation Bill. Committed 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No 3) Bill [1.1.|.—[Pontypridd Urban 
District Council Order opposed| ; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [H.L.|—[Cheriton Urban District Council Order opposed]; Tram- 
ways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.]—| Folkestone Corporation, 
Glossop Electric, and West Riding Orders opposed]; Bexley Tramways 
Bill ; Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill ; Bingley Urban 
District Council Bill ; Bradford Corporation Bill ; Burton-upon-Trent 
Corporation Bill; Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill. Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the Marquess of Bristol be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Earl of Radnor; read, and agreed to.. 


Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [1.t.|.— 
Read 34 (according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Arizona Copper Company, Limited, Order Confirmation Bill.—Read 
3¢ (according to Order), and passed , ? _ A BE 


Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [.1.}; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Read 34 (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons - By. fe Me bd 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, Etc.) Bill 
[H.L.].—Amendments reported (according to Order), and Bill to be 


read 3¢ to-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [1t.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [n.L.] ; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 9) Bill [u.1.]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill [H.L.]; Electric Lighting Peorsional Cadoes (No. 12) Bill 
[H.L.] ; Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Read 3° hieuail 
ing to Order), and passed, and sent tothe Commons .. ; i 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill ; Inclosure (Sutton) 


Provisional Order Bill.—Read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.—Read 2¢ (according to Order), 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next .. 


Local Government penne Orders _- a Bill.—Rtead 2¢ (accord- 
ing to Order) .. se ; B fe Ne 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill.--Read 2¢ (according to Order), 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on Monday next 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) Bill.--Read 2¢ 
(according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House 
on Monday next 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill; 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Work- 
ing Classes) (No. 2) Bill.—Read 2¢ (according to Order), and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow 


Military Lands Provisional Orders = as Bill—Read 2¢ rani 
to Order) 





Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Read 2¢ (according 
to Order), and committed to a Committee of the Whole House to-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bills to be read 34 on Monday next .. as 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [H.1.].—House in 
Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read 34 to-morrow 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Earty CLosinc oF SHops.—Report from the Select Committee (with the 
proceedings of the Committee) made ; and to be printed. Minutes of 
evidence laid upon the Table, and to be delivered out. (No. 141.) 


‘TRADE REPORTS :-— 
I. Annual Series—No. 2636. Spain (Malaga and District) ; No. 2637. 
Italy (Leghorn) ; No. 2638. United States (Philippine Islands) ; 
No. 2639. Peru. 
II. Miscellaneous Series—No. 556. Cement Industry of The United 
States 


COLONIES—ANNUAL.—No. 325. Gambia (Report for 1900) 

Mint.—Thirty-first annual report of the Deputy-Master and Comptroller of 
the Mint, for the year 1900. Presented (by Command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table : * - - “ is - , 


Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALES) :— 

I. Visiting Committees : Draft rule proposed to be made by the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, under the Prison Acts 1877 
and 1898, with respect to the constitution of the Visiting Com- 
mittee of Borstal Prison. 

Il. Appropriation of Borstal Prison to selected criminal prisoners: Draft 
rule proposed to be made in pursuance of Section 25 of the Prison 
Act, 1877, appropriating Borstal Prisonto selected criminal prisoners. 

III. Rules for prisoners between the ages of 16 and 21 ; Draft of special 
rules proposed to be made by the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, under the Prison Act, 1898, with regard to prisoners 
between the ages of 16 and 21 years 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 19th June, 1901, granting a 
retired allowance to Mr. A. C. G. Cameron, Geologist, Geological Survey, 
Board of Education, under Section 2 of the Superannuation Act. Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 
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BoarD oF Epucation.-—-Draft Order in Council tor transferring to the Board 
of Education the powers of the Charity Commissioners to frame and 
establish schemes for educational endowments in England and Wales 
(laid before the House on the 18th instant), to be printed. (No. 142.) .. 8 
Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension Bill [u.L.|.—[Seconp READING, ]— 
Order of the day for the Second Reading read. 


The Earl of Camperdown .. Ae ie we ee “s - 9 
Moved, * That the Bill be now read 24.” —( The Earl of Camperdown.) 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade shee Karl <A peeing Gi ‘ae 
Lord Heneage .. = se siecle 
The Marquess of Huntly “ ‘6 i 
The Secretary for Scotland = Balfour of Burleigh $4 “<. 
Lord Tweedmouth - xs 
The Earl of Camperdown .. = ts - ne re : 14 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2“ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next. 


Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill [H.L.]; Supreme Court of Judica- 
ture (Appeals) Bill [H.L.].—Amendments reported (according to Order), 


and Bills to be read 3@ to-morrow .. a & F ee se 15 


Convocations of the satiaasiae Bill te L.].—Amendment reported (according 
to Order) - ss bs - ns is io Se 


Demise of the Crown Bill.—Read 34 (according to Order), and passed... 15 


County Councils (Bye Laws) Bill [H.L.].—Read 34 ve to ease 
and passed, and sent tothe Commons .. 15 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—-Order for Committee read. 
Moved, ** That the House go into Committee on this Bill.” —(Lord Monks- 


well.) 
The Chairman of Committees ae Earl - i éi os “< e 
Lord Monkswell * a a o« 


On Question, agreed to. 
House in Committee accordingly ; Bill reported without amendments ; 
and re-committed to the Standing Committee. 


Isolation Hospitals Bill—[{Szconp ReapinG.|—-Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


Lord Kenyon .. ‘ ‘ yh a «(Oo 
Moved, ** That the Bill be now was Qa {Lord Ken enyon. " 
The Earl of Lichfield.. - i - ws oii “a « 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Monday next. 


JIBRALTAR WORKS. 


Viscount Sidmouth .. ai io). ae 
The First Lord of the Admiralty (The Earl of Sellorne) - ~ 
Earl Spencer re x 2 
Viscount Goschen “ a“ - ee ass ‘ e —— 


House adjourned at a quarter before Seven of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 27rTu JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [Lords].—(By Orprr.)— 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.”’ 


Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 


Amendment proposed— 


lo leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question 
to add the words * this day three months.’ "—( Mr. Field.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word * now ° stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) 
Mr. Goulding (Wiltshire, Devizes). . 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) zs - " = a i _ 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
Mr. Condon (Tipperary, EF.) 4 + ie 3 re ES 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Water- 
ford Extension) Bill. (By Orper.)—Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 
Mr. UO Mara (Kilkenny, 8.) 
Mr. M‘Dermott (Kilkenny, N.) 
_{ Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word * now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words * upon this day three months.’ ”"—(MVr. 0’ Mara.) 
Question proposed, ‘* That the word * now ‘ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir Thomas Esmonde | hasnt N.) 
Mr. Field ; e 
Mr. James O'Connor ( (Ww Salblaw. W.) 
Mr. John Redmond 

Mr. Patrick O'Brien (kK ilkenny) 

Mr. O'Mara 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery msesashents Bill.—Lords’ Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to : 
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City and South London Railway Bill [Lords]; New Swindon Gas Bill 


Bill [Lords].—Read the third time and passed. with Amendments 
Paisley Police and Public Health Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


Rhyl Improvement Bill.—King’s consent signified; Bill read the third 
time, and passed me a o se < ra - a 


Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, Kast and 
West Junction and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford- -upon- 
Avon Junction Railway Componion Bill.—Read the third time, and 
passed. (New title.) .. - Zs és fs = 6 


Chester Gas Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered; an Amendment 
made ; Bill to be read the third time i. ‘i ‘ a 


Dover Corporation Bill ate (By Orper,)—Read a second time, and 
committed . ee x 7 as ‘ se 


Barrow-in-Furness Corporation Bill {lords].—Ordered, That it be an 
Instruction to the Committee on the Barrow-in-Furness Corporation 
Bill [Lords] to insert the following clause :—-Any scheme for the establish- 
ment of a superannuation or provident fund under this part of this Act shall 
not come into operation until the Corporation shall in respect of that 
fund have been registered under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, and 
the provisions of that Act (except the proviso to Sub-section (1) of Section 8 
and Section 41) so far as they are applicable and are not incon- 
sistent with the provisions of this part of this Act shall apply as if (a) 
the Corporation were a society to which that Act applies and were the 
trustees of such society ;(b) asif the scheme were the rules of such society ; 
(c) as if the superannuation or provident funds were the funds of such 
society ; and (d) as if the contributors to the fund were the members of 
such society.—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow au ' 


South Lancashire Tramways Bill |Lords]|.—Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed am «3 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Order Confirmed]: Report. to lie baits the 
Table ; Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


Rattway Bits (Group 10).—Mr. Egerton reported from the Committee 
on Group No. 10 of Railway Bills, That, there being no further business 
ready for the consideration of the Committee, they had adjourned until 
Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of the clock ; Report to lie upon the 
Table is ss 36 - Se “ ‘a 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 
That they have agreed to: Ardrossan Gas and Water Order Confirmation 
Bill ; North British and Mercantile Insurance Company’s Provisional 
Order Bill; Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Pro- 
visional Order Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
(No. 2) Bill; Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Pro- 
visional Order Bill ; Metropolitan Common Scheme (Orpington) 
Provisional Order Bill; Irish Presbyterian Church Bill ; British Gas 


XV 
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Light Company Bill, without Amendment. Hull, Barnsley, and SALE" 
West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill; Taff Vale Railway r 
Bill ; North Eastern Railway Bill, with Amendments. - 

That they have agreed to Amendment to: Aspatria, Silloth, and District v 
Water Bill [Lords] ; Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas Bill v 
[Lords]. Shrewsbury Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment. te 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Education under the Elementary Educa- SALE ( 
tion Acts, 1870 to 1900, to enable the School Board for London to put G 
in force the Lands Clauses Acts.”” Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“ An Act to empower the Company to capitalise 
interest in arrear on Debenture Stocks ; and for other purposes.”’ PRISO! 
Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway Bill [Lords]. [? 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to enable the Cork, Blackrock, and Passage [r 
Railway Company to raise additional money ; to confer further MInt. 
powers on them in relation to their undertaking ; and for other o! 
purposes.” ’ Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill [Loras]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to authorise the Urban District Council re 
of Rugby, in the county of Warwick, to construct additional water . 
works for the supply of their district and the parish of Bilton ; and TRADE 
to make further and better provision for the improvement, health, 31 
local government,and finance of the district ; and for other purposes.”’ W 


Rugby Water and Improvement Bill [Lords]. . | 
a aah ts ‘ - : ADE 
Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to amend certain provisions of the Belfast "ts 

Harbour Act, 1898 ; to enable the Belfast Harbour Commissioners 


to make a new and substituted graving dock ; to confirm agreements " 
as to lands and works connected therewith ; and for other purposes.” BoILe 
Belfast Harbour Bill [Lords]. ol 
Andalsoa Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act toauthorise the sale of certain churches, a 
vicarage houses, and schools in the city of Leeds, and the application N 
of the proceeds of sale to church purposes within the said city ; to 
provide for the alteration of ecclesiastical parishes or districts in the 

said city ; and for other purposes.’ Leeds Churches Bill[Lords] .. 60 
Sout 
— \ 
q 
Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill I 
[Lords].—Read the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for C 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 228.] .. gs os - | — 
Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport Railway Bill [Lords]; Cork, i 
Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill [Lords]; Rugby Water and Im- C 
provement Bill [Lords]; Belfast Harbour Bill [Lords] ; Leeds Churches Mint 
Bill [Lords].— Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Peti- > 

tionsfor Private Bills ~ ‘3 = x i = Pe o 
CAMP! 
PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—-Petition from Bingley, against re-enact- VLaK 
ment; to lie upon the Table .. a +5 ‘a ss i a 61 I 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON SUNDAY BILL.—Petitions in favour, from —_ 


Attleborough ; and Bideford ; tolie upon the Table .. be oe so “6E eo 
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SALE oF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Tredegar (eight); Glasgow (two); Stockton Heath; Birmingham ; 
London ; Dallymena ; Orpington ; Sidcup ; Blackpool; Erith ; Hebden 
Bridge ; Houghton-le-Spring (four) ; Camberwell (two) ; Gravesend ; 
West Bristol; Putney; Norwich (two); Chertsey ; Attleborough ; 
Wood Green (ten) ; Hornsey ; Dalston ; Bowes Park ; and Noel Park ; 
to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition from 
Glasgow, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Prisons (ENGLAND AND WALEs).—Paper [presented 26th June] to be printed 
[No. 235]; Paper [presented 26th June] to be printed [No. 236]; Paper 
[presented 26th June] to be printed [No. 237] = hs - 


Mint.—Copy presented, of Thirty-first Annual Report of the Deputy Master 
of the Mint, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ; ‘ 


CoLontaL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented, of Report No. 325 (Carubia, 
Annual Report for 1900) [by Command] ; tolie upon the Table .. oe 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 


sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2636 to 2639 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table - “i i s - on + oa ws 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 556 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table “ ‘ss - - “ ya -s es os 


“ec 


BorLer Exposions (His MAJesty’s Suips).—Return ordered, “‘ of the number 
of explosions or serious leakages in water-tube boilers which have been 
attended with injury or loss of life since their adoption in His Majesty’s 
Navy, naming the types of boilers in each case.”-—(Mr. Kearley.) .. 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH ArricA—Sir Davin Barsour’s Report ON FINANCES.—Questions, 
Mr. M‘Crae (Edinburgh, E.), Mr. Layland-Barratt (Devonshire, Tor- 
quay), and Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) ; Answers, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.), and The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


LAND SETTLEMENT CoMMISSION.—Question, Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ae ies % 

MILITARY EMPLOYMENT OF NATIVES.—Question, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain ss 

Camps OF DETENTION—-RELIGIOUS MINISTRATIONS.—Question, Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : , sie " me © = - 


VLAKFONTEIN.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answer, Mr. 


Brodrick 


Lorp KITCHENER’S DESPATCHES.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 


Mr. Brodrick : “ “3 ii : 
VOL. XCVI. [FourTH SERIES. } b 
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Lorp KitcHeNner’s DEMAND FoR REINFORCEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Swift Mac- 
Neill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. ~ = x - s ie 

Lorp Kitcuener’s Mountep Forces.—Question, Captain Norton (Newing- 
ton, W.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick Ps Ke - Be ~ bs 

ATTACK ON STANDERTON Convoy.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 

Farm BurRNING—CoRRESPONDENCE BETWEEN Lorp Roperts AND GENERAL 
Botua.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon Boroughs) ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick 

DesTRUCTION OF PRIVATE PropERTY IN WAR.—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts 
(Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

Captures BY Boers.—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick.. 

Cost oF THE War.—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

Borer Prisoners At St. HeLeNA—Case OF GODEFROY.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

ReturNeED VOLUNTEERS’ FurLovGH.—Questions, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derby- 
shire, Chesterfield), and Mr. Courtenay Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield) ; 
Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

JOHANNESBURG RELIEF FuNps.—-Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

PaarDEKOP REVERSE.-—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick.. 

Lovat’s Scouts. — Questions, The Master of Elibank (Midlothian); Mr. 
Courtenay Warner and Captain Norton ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

REORGANISATION OF THE ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE—COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS.— 
Questions, Mr. Burdett-Coutts (Westminster), Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, 
tomford), Dr. Thompson (Monaghan, N.), and Dr. Farquharson (Aber- 
deenshire, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 

RONTGEN Rays IN MILITARY HospITaLs.—Question, Sir Benjamin Stone (Bir- 
mingham, E.); Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. 

Mititrary Courts-MartiaAL—Deputy JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL.—Question, 
Dr. Farquharson ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

RECRUITING STATISTICS. —Question, Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick 

Mountep Troops IN THE UNITED KINGDOM.—Question, Mr. Allen (Gloucester- 
shire, Stroud) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick : ‘ 


SeEAFORTH MILITIA.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
SOLDIERS IN CIVIL Prisons—CaseE OF THOMAS RyaNn.—Questions, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell (Longford, N.) and Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) ; Answers, 


Mr. Brodrick 


VoLUNTEER PRACTICE AMMUNITION.—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair ; Answer, 
Mr. Brodrick .. = ba is 7” es is si 


SoLpiers’ SEPARATION ALLOWANCES.—Question, Mr. Galloway ; Answer, Mr, 
Brodrick i ae ie ; be sis an si a a 
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Page 
SOLDIERS UNDER TWENTY YEARS OF AGE.—Question, Mr. Yerburgh ; Answer, 
66 Mr. Brodrick ; . : _ -e ie ee 77 
Army ConTrRACTS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College 
66 Green) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick = bs st 77 


Army Service Corps Depot IN MANCHESTER.—Question, Mr. Galloway ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick #i > a oe ot yi ee 


67 we 
(HBRALTAR BANK STOPPAGE.—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick ce oe a 78 
61 GIBRALTAR Works.—-Question, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, 
the Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 
68 (Personal Explanation) ; Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) .. . es oe 
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re (Ireland) Bill; Civil List Bill .. es xd “ re ‘a .. 107 
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Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh) 156 

Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place and claimed to move ** That the Question 
be now put.” 
Question put, “* That the antes be now put.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 235 ; Noes, 149. (Division List No. 287.) 
Question put accordingly, ** That the Bill be now read a second time.”’ 
The House divided :—Ayes, 323 ; Noes, 67. (Division List No. 288.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for to-morrow. 
Finance Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 3 :— 
Question | again proposed, “ That Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill.” 
Discussion :— 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) : 163 
Sir Thomas Wrightson (St. Pancras, E. ie Wy - 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rusheliffe) 174 
Mr. Seeley (Lincoln) .. 177 
Mr. Beaumont (Novthamberlend. Resham) 179 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) .. 181 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. i 183 
Mr. Fenwick (Northumberland, Wansbeck) : ZZ 186 
Mr. John Wilson (Falkirk Burghs) 186 
Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) 187 


Motion made, and Question put— 
‘That the Chairman do report Progress, and ask leave to sit 
again.”’—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 126 ; Noes, 212. (Division List No. 289.) 
Question again proposed. ‘ That Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill.’ 
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Mr. D. A. Thomas... “ - “ es ns ee | 
Question put. 
The Cc mmittee divided :—Ayes, 211 ; Noes, 125. (Division List No. 290.) 


Motion made, and Question, “ That the Chairman do report Progress, 
and ask leave to sit again ’—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer)—put, 
and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Public Libraries Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
{[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) .. i - a T os 396 


Motion made, and Question, “* That the Chairman do report Progress, and 
ask leave to sit again "—(Mr. John Redmond)—put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Two of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 28TH JUNE, 1901. 


TRIAL OF Eart RusseLt.—Moved, that a Select Committee be appointed to 
inspect the Journals of this House upon former trials of Peers in criminal 
cases, and to consider of the proper methods of procedure, in order to 
bring Earl Russell to a speedy trial, and to report to the House what 
they shall think proper thereupon (The Lord Chancellor) ; agreed to. 
The Lords following were named of the Committee, viz.—L. Chancellor, 
L. Privy Seal (VM. Salisbury), M. Cholmondeley, E. Waldegrave, E. 
Spencer, E. Morley, L. Ribblesdale, L. Macnaghten, L. Morris, L. Davey, 
L. James, L. Brampton, L. Robertson, L. Lindley, L. Alverstone. The 
Committee to meet this day at half-past Three o'clock. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


Leave given tothe Select, Committee to report from time totime. First 
Report made, and to be printed, and to be considered on Monday 


next. (No. 143) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Rhyl Improvement ; Paisley Police and Public Health. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


London County Council (Spitalfields Market) Bill——Reported from 
the Select Committee, with Amendments... si me is es 


197 


197 
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Great Central untied Bill. ieeeunaad from the Select omni w ith 
Amendments : aa ne Be ‘ 


Finchley and Hendon Tramways Bill [H..], now Hendon 
Tramways Bill [n.L.|—Reported from Select Committee, with 
Amendments ie -" - - ‘ “2 de ie as 


Dorking Gas Bill.—Reported, without amendment 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Hw] (FoLkeE- 
STONE CORPORATION ORDER).—The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Order was withdrawn 


Burton-upon-Trent Corporation Bill.—-The Chairman of Committees 
informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
Orders made on the 14th instant and on Monday last discharged, and 
Bill committed 


Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill—The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
Order made on Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill committed for Monday 
next 


Kettering Urban District Water Bill.— Read 3°, with the Amend 


ments, and passed, and returned tothe Commons 


Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District comes Bill ani aed 


Amendment considered, and agreed to 


Barry Railway Bill; Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dunkinfield Tram- 
ways and Electricity Board Bill; Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and 
Midland Junction, East and West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, 
and Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill.—Brought 
from the Commons ; read la ; and referred to the Examiners 


City and South London Railway Bill [H.L.]; New Swindon Gas 
Bill [u.L. |.—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments. 
The said Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways  Bill.—Returned 
from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to és - 


Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill; Blackpool Improvement Bill ; 
Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill; Humber Commercial 
Railway and Doek Bill; Golborne Gas Bill; Brighton Corporation 
Bill; Wallasey Improvement Bill ; Mond Gas Bill ; London County 
Council (Tramways and Street Widenings) Bill.—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, viz.— 
M. Winchester, E. Craven, L. Hatherton (chairman), L. Ardilaun, L. St. 
Oswald ; agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The 
Committee to meet on Thursday next, at Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as also counsel 
for the Bills 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill; 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working 
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Classes) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing 
of the Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill—House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bills reported, without amendment; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bills to be read 3a on Tuesday next 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) 
Bill [H...].—Read 34 hesisiiciaiats to leasing and aoe and sent to the 


Commons 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.—House in 
Committee (according to Order) ; Amendments made ; Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received on Monday 
next ‘ oe 


Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.-—-House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bills reported, without amendment ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; and Bills to be read 3a on Monday next 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [H.1.].— 
Read 3a (according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 2 


Pembroke Urban District Council (County of Dublin) Bill; 
Dublin (Equalisation of Rates) Bill ; Metropolitan Water Companies 
(Amendment of Acts) Bill; North British Railway Bill; London, Til- 
bury, and Southend Railway Bill; Metropolitan Railway Bill ; South 
Metropolitan Gas Bill ; London County Council (General Powers) Bill ; 
London and India Docks (New Works).—Report from the Committee 
of Selection, That the Lord Napier be proposed to the House as a Member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Lord Ardilaun ; 
read, and agreed to° 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2640. Denmark; No. 2641. Turkey 
(Smyrna) ea 


JUDICIAL Statistics (ENGLAND AND WaALEs).—Part I. Criminal Statistics : 
Statistics relating to..criminal proceedings, police, coroners, prisons, 
reformatory and ‘industrial schools, and criminal lunatics, for the year 
1899 


SOUTH Arrica.—Correspondence, etc., between the Commander-in-Chief in 
South Africa and the Boer Commanders, so far as it affects the destruction 
of property. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Boarp or Epucation.—Report on the administration of Schools under the 
Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889 


ALKALI, ETC., WorKs REGULATION AcTs, 1881 AND 1892.—Thirt y-seventh 
annual report on alkali, ete., works, by the Chief Inspector ; proceedings 
during the year 1900 ; presented to the Local Government Board and to 
the Secretary for Scotland 

Finance Accounts.—Finance accounts of the United Kingdom, for the year 
ended 31st March, 1900 re - 

CiviL List Pensions.—List of all pensions granted during the year ended 20th 


June, 1901, under the Act Ist Victoria, chap. 2, charged upon the Civil 
List ad is as “ i 
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Woops, Forest, AND LAND REVENUE.—Seventy-ninth Report of the Commis- 
sioners of Woods, Forest, and Land Revenues, for the year 1900-1901. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table .» 


PETITION. 


SHops (EARLY CLosinG) BILL [H.L.].—Petition in favour of, of the Tunbridge 
Wells, Tonbridge and District Chambers of Commerce ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table 





Army ReorGanisaTion—[Second Day's Debate].—Debate on the motion of 
the Duke of Bedford to resolve that, in the opinion of this House, the terns 
now offered to recruits are not sufficient to fulfil the requirements involved 
in the proposals for the reorganisation of the Military Forces ; resumed 
according to order. 

Discussion :— 
Lord Monkswell 
Viscount Hampde n , 
The Secretary of State “a Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Lans- 
dow ne) 
Viscount W olseley 
Lord Tweedmouth : 
The Lord President of the Council (The J “Duke of Devonshire 
The Earl of Wemyss 


Motion, by leave of the House, valida. 


Justices’ Jurisdiction (London) Bill [.u.].—House in Committee (accord- 
ing to Order). Bill reported without Amendment ; and re-committed to 
the Standing Committee .. - _ in oe 


Bertinc.—The Lords following were named of the Select Committee, viz. :— 
E. Derby, E. Harewood, E. Durham, V. Cobham, V. Gordon (£. Aber- 
deen), V. Peel, L. Bishop of Hereford, L. Newton, L. Davey. The Com- 


mittee to appoint their own chairman ie ‘ ee ee 


Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill [H.L.].—Read 3¢ seaeniie to 
Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ae ae : os 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Appeals) Bill [H.L.}.—Read 3¢ —— 


to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


House adjourned at a quarter before Eight of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 28TH JUNE, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits [Lorps| (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applic- 
able thereto, “have been complied w ith, viz. :—Dover Harbour Bill [Lords] ; 
Harrogate Corporation Bill [Lords]; Harrogate Water Bill [Lords] ; Ripon 
Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Stratton ‘and Bude cagperes: Bill ene 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time .. - : ; “* 
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Barry Railway Bill; Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tram- 
ways and Electricity Board Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Local Government Provisional Orders toca hd Bill.—Read the third 
time, and passed 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 1) | Bill.— As disaliak 
considered ; to be read the third time upon Monday next . 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill. — Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed .. ei a4 


Private Bitts (Group N).—Ordered, That John Hepper do attend the 
Committee on Group N of Private Bills on Tuesday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock R ‘3 “s 


PRIVATE BiILts (Group K).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group K of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Thursday next at half-past Eleven ot 
the clock ; Report to lie upon the Table . 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 

That they have agreed to Arizona Copper Company, Limited, Order Con- 
firmation Bill, and West Surrey Water Bill, without Amendment. 
Also Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill, Tendring Hundred 
Water Bill, Richmond Gas Bill, Derwent Valley Water Board Bill, 

and Petersfield and Selsey Gas Bill, with Amendments. 

Also Amendment to Milford Docks Bill [Lords]. 

Also Amendments to Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill [Lords], 
without Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to amend the Law with 
regard to the making of Bye-laws by County Councils.” County 
Councils (Bye-laws) ) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, 
1870, relating to Frimley and Farnborough District Water, Henley- 
on-[hames Water, Hungerford Water, South Staffordshire Water, 
and Wokingham Water.’” Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
| Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating to 
Birkdale Urban District Council Tramways, Crompton Urban District 
Council Tramways, Leamington Tramways, Royton Urban District 
Council Tramways, Swindon Corporation Tramways, and Wrexham 
District Tramways.” Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, “* An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Barry, Crompton, Foots Cray, Friern Barnet, Isle 
of Thanet (Rural), Newbury, Pudsey, Ross, Roundhay, and Royton.” 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, and Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, relating to Clyde- 
bank. Crieff, Dalkeith, Dollar, Falkirk, Galashiels, Gourock, Jed- 
burgh. Melrose, and Oban.” Electric Lizthtine Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill [Lords]. 
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Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made Ele 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Alnwick, Annfield Plain, Benfieldside, Consett, 
Handsworth, Norton Pickering, St. Austell, Shildon and East Thick- El 
ley, and Whitley and Monkseaton.” Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ““ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and Ws 
1888, relating to Bromsgrove, Goole, Ilkley, Lyndhurst, the extension 
of the area of supply of the Midland Electric Corporation for Power 
Distribution, Limited, Northwood and Ruislip, Rickmansworth, 
Rishton, Great Harwood, and Clayton-le-Moors, and Warwick.” Ay. 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Lewisham and Penge.” Electric Lighting Pro- | 
visional Orders (No. 12) Bill [Lords]. Do 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Gas and Water Works Facilities 
Act, 1870, relating to Dearne Valley Water, Mid-Kent Water, Perran- 
porth Water, Slough Water, and Tilehurst, Pangbourne, and District 
Water.” Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. ED 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to the 
Ayr County Buildings.” Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order 
Confirmation Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm an agreement between the 
Ecclesiastical Commissioners and the Lessees of the Parsonage of SAI 
Doncaster and certain other hereditaments comprised in an Indenture 
of Lease dated the 2nd day of June, 1847 ; and to provide for the 
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winding up of certain trusts connected therewith which were created SA 
by the Doncaster Tithe Deed of 1821; and for other purposes.” 
Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [Lords] .. a es a $a -. 250 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill eae —Lords’ 
Amendments to be considered upon Monday next .. ; .. 252 
Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; So 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
ee ie er we | SOR 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords].—Read the first 
time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be B 
printed. [Bill 230.] a me ‘‘ ie - 4 ie ». 252 ‘ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords|].—Read 
the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 231.]  .. i ‘3 sg 46 va -- 252 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill (Lords].—Read 
the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 232.]  .. - - is “ x .. 252 ¥ 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lords}.—Read 
the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 233.]  .. “ o* - ™ i 882 
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PETITIONS. 
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Table... mm re ne > e . ps - $3 -. 263 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS). 
—Petition from Bradford and other places, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table 4 es ‘i me “5 - +“ a ~. 253 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQuoRS ON SuNDAY BILL.—Petition from Totland Bay, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. és r aa oa " ~. wee 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour ; from 
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Llanelly ; to lie upon the Table 253 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Boarp OF EpucaTIoN (WELSH INTERMEDIATE Epucation Act, 1889).—Copy 
presented, of Report of the Board of Education on the Administration of 
Schools, under the Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table .. ¢s “ > a 3 e .. 254 

JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND WALES).—Copy presented, of Judicial 
Statistics for England and Wales for 1899, Part 1. (Criminal) [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table .. 4 - es “i és ~. 264 


Finance Accounts.—Copy presented, of Finance Accounts of the United 
Kingdom for the year ended 31st March, 1901 [by — ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 238.] .. ; ‘a ds .. 254 





XXX TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


June 28.] 


Woops, Forests, AND LAND REVENUES.—Copy presented, of Seventy-ninth 
Report of the Commissioners, dated 28th June, 1901 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 239.] 


IsLe or Man.—Account presented, of Revenue and Expenditure for the year 
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rreen) and Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Leitrim Evictions.—Questions, Mr. Dillon and Mr. Flynn; Answers, Mr. 
Wyndham 
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Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.), and Mr. Reddy (King’s County, 
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(Wicklow, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Utster CustomM—GosFrorD EstaTe.—Question, Mr. T. W. Russell ; Answer, 
The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 
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Crown Quit ReNTs.—Questions, Mr. Field and Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
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IrisH TEACHERS’ PENSIONS.—Questions, Mr. Samuel Young and Mr. Thomas 
O’Donnell ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain : 


RossCARBERY MAILs.—Question, Mr. Edward tiie ae ‘Soman 8); 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


IrIsH LAND LEGISLATION.—Questions, Mr. Daly and Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 
S.) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) . e ce ate 7 i a Re x. 


Navy Votes.—Questions, Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) and 
Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


THe Epvcation Brtt.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Mr. John Ellis (Nottinghamshire, Rushceliffe) ; Mr. William Red- 
mond, Sir William Harcourt, and Mr. Channing ; Answers, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) :— 


Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee of Selection, That they had 
discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure .—Mr. Boland 
(added in respect of the Youthful Offenders Bill) ; and had appointed 
in substitution Mr. Cullinan. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee, That they had added to 
the Standing Committee on Law, on Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure the following fifteen Members in respect of the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill :—Mr. Bell, Mr. Griffith-Bos- 
cawen, Mr. Jesse Collings, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Fenwick, Sir Henry 
Fowler, Mr. Gretton, Sir William Houldsworth, Major Jameson, 
Mr. Reginald Lucas, Mr. Middlemore, Sir Barrington Simeon, Dr. 
Thompson, Mr. Tritton, and Mr. Whittaker. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection, That they 
had discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee 
on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manu- 
factures :—Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald ; and had appointed in 
substitution Mr. Louis Sinclair. 


Reports to lie upon the Table 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs.—That they have agreed to Demise of the Crown 
Bill without amendment *s 


NEW BILLS. 


TreD Houses (FREEING).—Bill to secure freedom for Holders of Licences for 
the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Rea, 
Mr. Yoxall, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Whitley, Mr.Layland- Barratt, Mr. Bell, Mr. 


Soares, and Mr. Rigg. 


Tied Houses (Freeing) Bill.—‘ To secure freedom for Holders of Licences 
for the sale of Intoxicating Liquor,” presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Friday, 12th July, and 
to be printed. [Bill 238.] ye 24 

VOL, XCVI. —‘[FourtH SeEries.] 


Page 


bo 
io 2) 
or 


290 





XXxXiv TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 28.) 


SUPPLY [131TH ALLorrep Day].—Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
CIVIL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2 
Crass IIT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £61,468, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for such of the Salaries and Expenses of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature, and of certain other Legal Departments in Ireland, as are 
not charged on the Consolidated Fund.” 


Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8S.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £60,468, be granted for the said 
service. ’—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) 


Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, 8.) 

Mr. Ffrench (Wezxford, 8.) 

Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, x) 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) 

Mr. Bignold (Wicks Burghs) ‘ 

Mr. John Morley (Montrose Burghs)  .. 3 - - 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) . f ss ee Be 

Mr. T. W. Russell *“ fe 

Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, N.) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 119 ; Noes, 175. (Division List, No. 291.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Class II. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 


That a sum, not exceeding £9,676, be granted to His Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1902, for the Salaries and Expenses of the Offices of the Chief Secretary 
in London and Dublin, and of the Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums.”’ 

Colonel Saunderson (Armagh, N.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the 
Salary for the Chief Secretary.’”-—(Colonel Saunderson.) 

Mr. Joyce (Limerick) .. - 
Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) . 
Mr. William Johnston ( (Belfast, 8.) 
Mr. O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.) 
Mr. Lecky (Dublin University) 
Mr. Conor O'Kelly (Mayo, N.) 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8S.) 
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Mr. Wyndham .. ga i re si a .. 351 
Mr. John Redmond (Ww aterford) ab ‘ ay mt aie .. 361 
Mr. O'Dowd (Sligo, 8S.) er a rv oi - ja .. 366 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 100 ; Noes, 174. (Division List No. 292.) 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also report Pro- 
gress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 1 :— 
Question put, “* That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187 ; Noes, 62. (Division List No. 293.) 
Clause 2 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Tully eo 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M Michael Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 373 
Mr. 0’ Mara (Kilkenny, S.) .. ‘ , .. 374 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 182; Noes,61. (Division List No. 294.) 
Clause 3 agreed to. 


Bill reported, without amendment ; to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS [EXPENSES].—Resolution reported, “* That it is expe- 
dient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
ment, of contributions towards the cost of maintaining in custody children 
or young persons under any Act of the present session to amend the law 
relating to Youthful Offenders.” i es % “a as ix wae 
Resolution agreed to. 

Adjourned at twenty minutes before One of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, Ist JULY, 1901. 
Took THE OatH.—The Earl of Drogheda took the Oath .. 5 As, «a OE 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill had not been complied 
with :—Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and Elec- 
tricity Board. The same was ordered to lie on the Table .. ss . 377 
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Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley,’ and Dukinfield Tramways and Elec- 
tricity Board Bill—Examiner’s Certificate of non compliance with the 
Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on Thurs- 


day next - ie . bi is ie 5 54 ~ wT 
Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill.—Reported without amendment... 377 
Great Western Railway Bill; Swansea Harbour Bill.—Committed ; 

the Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection .. vo OAT 
Winsford Urban District (Gas Transfer, etc.) Bill —Committed .. 377 


Shireoaks, Laughton, and Maltby Railway Bill.—The Chairman of 
Committees informed the House that the opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn. The Orders made on the 20th of June and on Friday last dis- 
charged, and Bill committed 


~I 


co 
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Metropolitan Electric Supply Bill—The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn. The 
Orders made on Thursday and Friday last discharged, and Bill committed 


ie) 
~J 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.]|—Report from 
the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the 
consideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; the Orders made on the 1&th of 
June and Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House .. a me oP se 7” " 3 388 


Dover Gas Bill [H.L.|; Lowestoft Corporation Bill [H.L.]; Cardiff Rail- 


way Bill [H.L. ].—Read 3°, and passed, and sent tothe Commons .. 


Cambrian Railways Bill ; Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway Transfer 
Bill ; London Riverside Fishmarket Bill.—Read 34, and passed... .. 378 


Shipley Improvement Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and 
referred to the Examiners ‘a ‘e vi - ay: 56 ~- o 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill; 
North Eastern Railway Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to 4 Ee Ee Ms ie BS ie 848 


Chester Gas Bill [1.L.]|—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ; the said Amendments considered, and agreed to... .. 378 


Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [H.L.]; Prestatyn Water Bill [H.L.],—Returned 


from the Commons agreed to, with Amendments 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill: Military Lands 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—Committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House .. ee Be + = - “ Ae p a aS 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill. — 
House in Committee (according to Order): Bills reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived; and Bills to be read 3¢ to- 
morrow .. i “i ne ea ag . os x. io ae 
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Local Government Provisional Order esti Bill.— Read 34 a 
to Order), and passed ° is : sa s- ‘SS 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill._—Amendments 
reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow .. aw STS 


Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order Bill; Pier and Harbour Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Read 34 (according to Order), and passed .. 379 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill.—Brought from 
the Commons ; read 1¢; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. 


[No. 144.] 


Blackpool Improvement Bill; Humber Commercial Railway and Dock 
Bill ; Golborne Gas Bill ; Brighton Corporation Bill ; Wallasey Improve- 
ment Bill; Mond Gas Bill ; London County Council (Tramways and 
Street Widenings) Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Lord Crofton be proposed to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place of. the Marquess of Winchester ; 
read, and agreed to , 
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TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2642, Bulgaria; No. 2643, Vene- 
zuela (Caracas) ; No. 2644, China (Amoy) ; No. 2645, China (Samshu) ; 
No. 2646, China (Newchwang) .. - bs =a os a ca Soe 


Tr1isH LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENTs).—Returns for the months of Sep- 
tember and October, 1900. Presented (by Command), and ordered to 


lie on the Table 380 
Lunacy.—Fifty-fifth Report of the Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord 
Chancellor. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie 
onthe Table .. ne és ‘“ ‘ oe 380 
PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—Petitions against renewal of; of the 
Guardians of the Poor of Bramley Union; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table 6% is $4 - “a 3 “6 - “ .. 3880 
DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Petition against alteration of, 
of inhabitants of Abergavenny ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table .. 380 


Education (Scotland) Bill. [Szconp READING, |—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. 
The Earl of Aberdeen “ +i - “i ha .. 380 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2“.—(The Earl of Aberdeen.) 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) +n .. 382 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2% accordingly, and committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 





Xxxviii TABLE OF CONTENTS.: 
July 1.) Page July 


Isolation Hospitals Bill.—House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill 
reported without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3¢ to-morrow... * ai Wa ry - - .. 385 
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TRIAL OF EarL RusseL_.—First Report from he Select Committee considered 
(according to Order), and agreed to: Then it was moved that an humble 
Address be presented to His Majesty to acquaint His Majesty that this Hull 
House hath appointed that the trial of John Francis S anley, Earl Russell, 
indicted for felony, do take place on Thursday, the 18th day of this instant 
July ; and humbly desire that His Majesty will be graciously pleased to Che 
give orders for the necessary fitting up of the Royal Gallery for the said 
trial ; and also to appoint a Lord High Steward to continue during the 


said trial (the Chairman of Committees) ; agreed to. Ordered, that the 7 
said address be presented to His Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. Shi 
The Lord Shand added to the Select Committee... “ - .. 385 Bi 

1g 
Convocations of the Clergy Bill [H.L.]._-Read 3¢ niet to Order y 
and passed, and sent to the Commons 385 
Ce! 
Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
and to be read 2¢ to-morrow (The Lord Privy Seal [M. Salisbury]) ; and 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be considered in order to its being dis- 
pensed with .. - = - a nt i 7 _ .. 386 Sn 
THe WRECK OF THE “ PriMRosE Hi.” :— 
Lord Stanley of Alderley .. ‘is .. B86 
The Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley) 390 
STATE GOVERNORS IN AUSTRALIA.—Question, Earl Carrington ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (the Earl of Onslow) =.) “eae 
South Arrican War—Hospitars Commission’s Report.—Question, The 
Earl of Kilmorey ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord 
Raglan) _ - 2 bs * = - ed 7 .. 393 
The Government Education Bill :-- 
Lord Norton .. a .. 393 
The Lord President of the Council ( The Duke of Devonshire) - 1 OSS V 
Tae HospitaL Sup * Maine "—PRESENTATION TO THE NATION.—Question, 

Earl Spencer ; Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (the Earl of 

Selborne) es - és ¥s “ is Ks ie soos 
House adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. I 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, Ist JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the fol- 
lowing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and w hich 
are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Belfast Harbour 
Bill [Lords] ; Easton and Church Hope Railway Bill [Lords] ; Freshwater, 
Yarmouth, and Newport Railway Bill [Lords]; Leeds Churches Bill 
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[Lords] ; Leeds Corporation Water Bill [Lords] ; Rugby Water and Im- 
provement Bill [Lords]; Salford Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Stockport 
Corporation Water Bill [Lords]; Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill oer 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time sj 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill; 
North Eastern Railway Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to 


Chester Gas Bill [Lords]; Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords]; Prestatyn 
Water Bill [Lords ].—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Shipley Improvement Bill.—Read the tiird time, and passed 


Biggleswade Water Board Bill ; Cowes F me Bill nies ——As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time ; 


Central London Railway (No. 2) Bill [Lords] ; Elland Gas Bill [Lords] ; 
Harpenden District Gas Bill [Lords] ; Newport (Isle of W ane Gas Bill 
[Lords].—Read a second time, and committed ; 


Smethwick Corporation Bill [Lords].—_Read a second time, and committed. 

Ordered, That it be an Instruction to the Committee to insert the following 

clause :—Any scheme for the establishment of a superannuation or 

provident fund under this part of this Act shall not come into opera- 

tion until the Corporation shall in respect of that fund have been 

registered under the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, and the provisions 

of that Act (except the proviso to Sub-section (1) of Section 8 and 

Section 41) so far as they are applicable and are not incon- 

sistent with the provisions of this part of this Act shall apply as if 

(a) the Corporation were a society to which that Act applies and 

were the Trustees of such society ;(b) as if the scheme were the rules 

of such society ;(c) as if the superannuation or provident funds were 

the funds of such society ; and (d) as if the contributors to the fund 
were the members of such society.—(Mr. Strachey.) 


Worcester Tramways Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed .. 


Electric Lighting Provisional a — ” Bill.—Lords’ Amendments 
considered, and agreed to 


Local Government ne Order bana ss Bill.—Read the third 
time, and passed de 


Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Order Confirmation Bill.— 
[Under Section 7, Sub-section (2), of the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899.]—Considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill.—Re- 
ported, without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow ‘ 


Private Bits (Group L).—Mr. Bill reported from the Committee on Group L 
of Private Bills : That, in order to facilitate the progress of business they 
had adjourned till W ednesday, at half- _ Eleven of the clock. — 
to lie upon the Table “ re 5s _ ‘ 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs :— 


That they have agreed to, Local Government Provisional Order (Gas) 
Bill ; Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional Order Bill ; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill ; Cambrian Railways Bill ; Glasgow 
and Renfrew District Railway Transfer Bill ; London Riverside Fish 
Market Bill, without amendment. 

That they have agreed to, Kettering Urban District Water Bill, with 
Amendments. 

That they have agreed to, Amendment to Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban 
District (Water) Bill [Lords]. 

That they have agreed to Amendments to, City and South London Rail- 
way Bill [Lords] ; New Swindon Gas Bill [Lords], without amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to confirm certain Pro- 
visional Orders made by the Board of Education under the Elemen- 
tary Education Acts, 1870 to 1900, to enable the School Boards for 
Barnes, Hartlepool, Manchester, Merthyr Tydvil, and Walthamstow 
to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts.’’ Education Board Pro- 
visional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, ete.) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the General Pier and Harbour 
Act, 1861, relating to Bexhill, Burghead, Carradale, Elgin and Lossie- 
mouth, and Urr Navigation.”’ Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 


(No. 3) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act for conferring further powers on the Dover 
Gas Light Company.” Dover Gas Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ** An Act to empower the Corporation of Lowestoft 
to construct and work tramways and to construct street improve- 
ments, and to make further provision in regard to the electric lighting 
undertaking of the Corporation, and in regard to the sea-shore and 
recreation grounds in the borough, the lands known as Lamp Lands, 
and the health, local government, and improvement of the borough ; 
and for other purposes.” Lowestoft Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act for extending the time limited for 
acquisition of land and completion of works under the Cardiff Railway 
Acts, 1897, 1898, and 1899 ; for sanctioning an alteration of the 
levels of Railway No. 4 authorised by the Cardiff Railway Act, 1897 ; 
for further empowering the trustees of the will of the second Marquess 
of Bute to hold ordinary shares or stock in the capital of the Cardiff 
Railway Company ; and for other purposes.’”’ Cardiff Railway Bill 


[Lords] 


Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Barnes, etc.) Bill 


[Lords].—Read the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 239.].. 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [Lords].--Read the 


first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
be printed. [Bill 240.] 


Dover Gas Bill [Lords] ; Lowestoft Corporation Bill [Lords]; Cardiff Rail- 


way Bill [Lords].—Read the first time : and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 
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(ScoTLAND) AcT, 1896.—-Petition from Fife, in favour of re-enactment ; 
to lie upon the Table % me 


ALKALI, ETC., WorKS REGULATION BILL.—Two Petitions from Manchester, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table 


EpucaTION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Bristol ; 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BiLt.—Petition 
from Kirkintilloch, in favour ; to lie upon the Table = of 
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BoarD OF EpucaTion (WELSH INTERMEDIATE EpUcATION Act, 1889).—-Paper 
[presented 28th June] to be printed. [No. 244.] i es 


InisH LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENTS).—Copy presented, of Return for 
the months of September and October, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table - : : P ~ Ms 


BaNkRupTcy (IRELAND).—Return presented, ralative thereto [ordered 30th 
April ; Wr. Field] ; to lie upon the Table 
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sular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2642 to 2646 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table .. 
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cellor, with Appendix [by Act]; to be printed. [No. 245.].. 


X0YAL IrIsH CONSTABULARY.—Return ordered, ‘‘ showing the names, ages, 
religion, rank, and length of service of Members of the Royal [rish Con- 
stabulary who were injured while on duty during the past twenty years ; 
the name of the county to which each member was regularly attached, 
and the name of the county in which the injury was inflicted ; the amount 
of compensation claimed and awarded in each case, and the name of the 
public authority, court of law, or otherwise, which made the award ; the 
source from which the payment was made ; the nature and extent of the 
injuries, and how caused ; the duties, whether ordinary or special and 
their nature, upon which such members were engaged when injured ; 
the names of members retired as result of injuries,~and the amount of 
pension, if any, 1n each case ; the names and similar particulars of unsuc- 
cessful claimants, and the amounts claimed.”—(Mr. Patrick O’Brien.).. 
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(a) for Parks maintained from Votes of Parliament in Great Britain and 
Ireland, and (b) for Botanic Gardens, London and Dublin, (1) the Acreage 
open to the public in each case, (2) the total cost between 1890-1 and 
1899-1900, inclusive, distinguishing new works and cost of maintenance.’ 


—(Mr. T. M. Healy.) 
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tacING LOTTERIES.—Question, Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.); Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Tue Epucation Bint.—Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Dr. Maecnamara (Camberwell, N.), and Mr. Yoxall (Notting- 
ham, W.); Answers. Mr. A. J. Balfour ne a bs os 


LoAN Bitt.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for the better Prevention 
of Corruption.” Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 
Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to amend the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Acts in relation to Appeals.’’ Supreme Court of Judicature (Appeals) 
Bill [Lords]. is és £6 rv os - 
InisH Board oF EpucaTION—RESIGNATION OF ARCHBISHOP WatsH [Motion 
FOR ADJOURNMENT]. 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 


Motion refused. 


NEW BILLS. 


Drunkards Bill [Lords],—Read the first time ; to be read the second time 
upon Thursday, and to be printed [Bill 241.] ‘ i " das 


Customs Duties (ISLE oF MAN) :— 
The Financial Secretary to the duicins pani Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E.) 
Bill to amend the law with respect to Customs Duties in the Isle of Man, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Austen Chamberlain and Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. 
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Customs Duties (Isle of Man) Bill.—“ To amend the law with respect to 
Customs Duties in the Isle of Man,” presented, and read the first time ; to 


be read a second time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 242.] 


MILITIA AND YEOMANRY :— 
The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “‘ That leave be given to bring in 


a Bill to amend the law relating to the Militia and Yeomanry. ’— 
(Mr. Secretary Brodrick.) 


Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 


The motion being opposed, Mr. Speaker put the Question in pursuance 
of Standing Order No. 16. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 266 ; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 295.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. Secretary Brodrick and Lord Stanley. 


Militia and Yeomanry Bill.—“ To amend the Law relating to the Militia 
and Yeomanry,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second 
time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 243.] 


Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill.—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the Bill be now read the 
third time.”’ 


The House divided :—Avyes, 284 ; Noes, 60. (Division List No. 296.) 


Bill read the third time, and passed 


Finance Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 4 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That Clause 4 stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 

Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 

The Chancellor of the Exe hequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. fs 
Sir Willian Ilarcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) ; 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 

Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) 

Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Hamlets, » Poplar 

Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) , 

Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) 

Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 

Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 


Sr M. Hic’s Beach 
{Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Aves, 327 ; Noes, 71. (Division List No. 297.) 
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Clause 5 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 11, after the word ‘from’ to insert the words, 
‘the eleventh day of June, nineteen hundred and one, as regards the 
duty on glucose and as regards the other duties under this section as 
from.’ ”’—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. Kearley (Devonport) a - ws 2 ot i .. 47] 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ae ss i ‘a $s Ws .. 473 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. William Redmond aa si “ -" a + .. 474 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 15, to leave out the words ‘ or Ireland.’ ”’—(Mr, 


William Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words ‘or Ireland’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach cb ¥ vs - = “ss .. 474 
Mr. William Redmond a — as - éa - .. 474 


(Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 311; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 298.) 
Amendment proposed-— 

“In page 3, line 15, to leave out the words ‘the ewt. £0 1s. 8d.’ 


and insert the words ‘ Solid, the cwt. £0 2s. 9d.; Liquid, the ewt. 
£0 2s. Od.’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


(Juestion proposed, “* That the words ‘the ewt. £0 1s. 8d.’ stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. Kearley - le ai sa - - - .. 477 
Sir M. Hicks Beach ” “ - “3 = “a vx $89 
Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.) xa = ai .. 480 
Sir William Harcourt % - - - ws Pe .. 480 
Mr. Strachey (Somersetshire, EF.) i “ 2 ” .. 480 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ae sri ‘4 - 26 se .. 480 
Sir M. Hicks Beach asa - - ‘i - os .. 481 
Sir John Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) - 7” a3 .. 482 


Question put, and negatived. 
Question put, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 207 ; Noes, 131. (Division List No. 299.) 
Amendment proposed-—— 
“In page 3, line 18, to leave out the words ‘or Ireland.’ ’—(Mr. 
William Redmond.) 


Question put, “ That the words ‘ or Ireland ’ stand part of the Clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 257 ; Noes, 64. (Division List No. 300.) 


Mr. Lough at sis ats ia he ne a es .. 489 


oe ry 


or 
25 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 3, line 19, to leave out ‘ 1s. 3d.’ in order to insert * 9d.’ ” 
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Question proposed, “ That 1s. 3d.’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Sir M. Hicks Beach .. = rs = < ee by .- 489 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 29, to omit the words ‘ either from materials used 
or.’ ’—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Question proposed “ That the words propo ed to be left out stand part 
of the Clause.” 


Mr. Kearley e - ce Ss a < 490 
Mr. Lough és ss At es Es ar a ws cE 
Question put, and negatived. 
Question put, “ That Clause 5, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 231 ; Noes, 66. (Division List No. 301.) 
Clause 6 :— 
(Question proposed, “* That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. William Redmond % a “s S. AM bed .. 494 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8S.) ‘ Ps Me so 499 
Mr. Leamy (Kildare, N.) ¥s + ~ i's sss .. 500 
Mr. Flynn 5 3s " e ” 3 sf sf .. 500 
Sir M. Hicks Beach .. x re i Si = se .. 502 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Crom urty) ss i = oe .. 504 
Mr. Tully “ vA a ne de se ve i ze, BOs 
Mr. J. P. Farrell ts os i ‘A oF .. 502 
Mr. Power 5OS 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 301 ; Noes, 63. (Division List No. 302.) 
Clause 7 :— 
Mr. Kearley 511 
Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 4, line 1, after the word ‘ any ’ to insert the word ‘ manu- 
factured.’ ’—(Mr. Kearley). 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ manufactured ’ be there inserted.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 513 
D913 


Mr. Kearley 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir M. Hicks Beach Sg _ oe ae : 51 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) _ . ma 
Mr. Sydney Buxton 51D 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 8 and 9 agreed to. 


Clause 10 :— 
Mr. William Redmond 
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Page July 1.) Page 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 5, line 27, at the end, to add the words, ‘ pro- 
ian vided always, that this section shall not apply to Ireland.’ ’—(Mr. 
™ William Redmond.) 
Question proposed, “‘ That those words be there added.” 
Mr. Tully ..  «s “ ‘is we ma os ie? ate + mae 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 61 ; Noes, 308. (Division List No. 303.) 
490) Question proposed, “ That Clause 10, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
$91 Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint Borough) 519 
Sir M. Hicks Beach , 522 
Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) 524 
Sir William Harcourt 525 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Pateiela ay 527 
Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, Camlachie) 528 
Mr. O'Mara (K ianiieas ay <- 528 
Mr. Flynn " 528 
194 Question put. 
199 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 217 ; Noes, 58. (Division List No. 304.) 
00 
00) Clause 11 :— 
02 Question proposed, “* That Clause 11 stand part of the Bill.” 
04 Mr. John Redmond is ee a oe ne - 188 
“i Sir M. Hicks Beach .. ms - a - st Re - ~Dal 
102 
OS Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 
Education Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and discharged. Bill 
withdrawn ben wt x «» Oae 
It being One of the clock, Mr. Sneaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 
ll Adjourned at One of the clock. 
J 
HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 2np JULY, 1901. 
Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill—Read 2 (according to Order); Com- 
13 mittee negatived: then Standing Order No. XXXIX. considered oo 
13 ing to Order), and dispensed w ith : Bill read 3%, and passed .. 533 
ROYAL ASSENT. 
: COMMISSION. —The following Bills receiv ed the Royal Assent :—1. Civil List. 
5 Consolidated Fund (No. 2). Demise of the Crown. 4. Purchase 
‘. 3 Land (Ireland). 5. Paisley Ge egeaenwn Order. 6. Thames and 
Severn Canal Provisional Order. Grangemouth W elk Provisional 
Order Confirmation. 8. Scottish ‘Thevident Institution Provisional 
Order Confirmation. 9. Ardrossan Harbour Order Confirmation. 
10. Ayr Harbour — Confirmation. 11. Highland Railway 
‘ Order Confirmation. Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order Con- 
a firmation. 13. Falkirk ee District Tramways Order Confirmation. 
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14. Military Lands Provisional Orders. 15. Metropolitan Common 
Scheme (Ham) Provisional Order. 16. Education Board  Pro- 
visional Order Confirmation (Acton). 17. Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Order (No. 1). 18. Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2). 19. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2). 
20. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3). 21. Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 4). 22. Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 1). 23. Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2). 24. Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 3). 25. Local Government Pro- 
visional Order (Gas). 26. Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor 
Law). 27. Commons Regulation and Inclosure (Skipwith) Provisional 
Orders. 28. Drainage and Improvement of Lands (Ireland) Provisional 
Order. 29. Metropolitan Common Scheme (Orpington) Provisional 
Order. 30. Ardrossan Gas and Water Order Confirmation. 31. North 
British and Mercantile Insurance Company's Provisional Order. 
32. Arizona Copper Company, Limited, Order Confirmation. 33. In- 
closure (Sutton) Provisional Order. 34. Pier and Harbour Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 1). 35. Henry Diaper and Company (Delivery 
Warrants). 36. Gravesend Gas. 37. Honley Urban District Council 
(Gas). 38. Folkestone Corporation. 39. Gateshead and District Tram- 
ways. 40. Bath Gas Light and Coke. 41. Bristol, Clifton, and West of 
England Zoological Society. 42. Royal Exchange Assurance. 43. Shef- 
field District Railway. 44. Alfreton Gas. 45. Omagh Gas. 46. Oak- 
ham Water. 47. London Bridge Widening. 48. Neath Harbour. 
49. Thames Deep Water Dock. 50. London (City) School for Orphans 
of Freemen. 51. Otley Gas. 52. Horley District Gas. 53. Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board (Canada Dock Works, ete.). 54. Bury Cor- 
poration Tramways. 55. Great Northern Railway. 56. Midland Rail- 
way. 57. Irish Presbyterian Church. 58. British Gas Light Com- 
pany. 59. Nitrate Railways Company. 60. Rodgers’ Patent. 
61. Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water. 62. Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
und Gateshead Gas. 63. Shrewsbury Gas. 64. Cardiff Corporation. 
65. Leatherhead Gas. 66. West Surrey Water. 67. Milford Docks. 
68. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. © 69. Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban 
District (Water). 70. City and South London Railway. 71. New 
Swindon Gas. 72. Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery Tramways. 
73. Cambrian Railways. 74. Glasgow and Renfrew District Railway 
Transfer. 75. London Riverside Fish Market. 76. Hull, Barnsley, 
and West Riding Railway and Dock. 77. North-Eastern Railway. 
78. Chester Gas as 


TRIAL OF Ear. RussEui :— 


Second Report from the Select Committee made, and to be printed, and 
to be considered on Thursday next. (No. 145.) 

Ordered, That the Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod attending this House 
do forthwith take into his custody the body of John Francis Stanley 
Earl Russell. 

The Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod acquainted the House, That he 
had accordingly taken the said John Francis Stanley Earl Russell, 
and had him now in custody. 

Then, by direction of the House, the said John Francis Stanley Earl Russell 
was brought to the Bar, where his Lordship kneeled, till he was ac- 
quainted by the Lord Chancellor that he might rise. 

Then the Lord Chancellor acquainted the said John Francis Stanley Earl 
Russell ** That unless his Lordship had anything now to offer to the 
House he must be taken from the Bar.” 
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Then his Lordship stated that he proposed to present a petition, praying 
that the hearing.of the case might be postponed, in order that he might 
have time to prepare a case in answer to the indictment for bigamy. 

Ordered, That the said petition be taken into consideration on Thur:day 
next. 

Then his Lordship was taken from the Bar. 

Then it was moved that the Bill of Indictment for Felony found by the 
Grand Jury of the Central Criminal Court against John Francis 
Stanley Earl Russell be removed before this House, and that a Writ of 
Certiorari be issued for that purpose. 

The Clerk of the Central Criminal Court delivers at the Bar the return to 
the Writ of Certiorari and the Bill of Indictment. 

It was moved that the said John Francis Stanley Earl Russell be admitted 
to bail.—( The Chairman of Committees.) 

On question, resolved in the affirmative, and ordered accordingly. 

Ordered That his Lordship do produce two sureties to be bound each of 
them in £500, and his Lordship in £1,000, for his appearance before 
the House at any time when he shall be so ordered. 

His Lordship was then brought to the Bar by the Gentleman Usher of the 
Black Rod, and informed accordingly ; and his Lordship and his sure- 
ties entered into the said recognisances. 

Ordered That John Francis Stanley Earl Russell be discharged upon the 
bail he has given in the House of Peers from the custody of the Black 

tod. 

His Lordship was informed accordingly. 

Petition of the Right Honourable John Francis Stanley Earl Russell, 
praying that, in the matter of his approaching trial for felony before 
this honourable House, counsel and solicitiors may be assigned to him 
to conduct his defence, and that he may be allowed an order for his 


witnesses to attend the said trial; read, and ordered as prayed... 535 

Took THE OatH.—The Lord Howth (E. Howth) took the Oath 536 
Sar First.—The Lord Ettrick (L. Napier) sat first in Parliament after the 

death of his father “ - 4 - ia ‘ . 536 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—Barry Railway; Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and 
Midland Junction, East and West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and 
Stratford-upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies ; Shipley Improve- 

ment. The same were ordered to lie upon the Table +5 .» 6387 
Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill —The King’s 
consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Committee with 

537 


Amendments a ue a ss ne me Pr ‘a 
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Burgess Hill Water Bill (on recommitment); London ss Council 
(Money) Bill.—Reported without amendment i 


Prestatyn Water Bill [H.L.]; Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill via L. és —Commons’ 


Amendments considered, and agreed to. 


Finchley and Hendon Tramways Bill [.L.] now Hendon see 
Bill [H.L.].—Read 34%, and passed, and sent to the Commons , 


Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill; Tees Valley Water Board Bill; 
Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill_—Read 3¢ with 
the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Great Eastern Railway Bill.—Order of the Day for the Third Reading read ; 
Bill read 3¢ with the Amendments. 


Lord Tweedmouth 


Amendment moved— 
‘ To leave out Clause 18.’"°-—(Lord Tweedmouth.) 


Lord Pirbright 

Lord Monkswell 

The Chairman of Committees (Phe Earl of Morley 
Earl Spencer ; 


Amendment, by leave of the House, idl Bill passed and r- 
turned to the Commons. 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.L.].—Reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole House on Thursday next 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill.—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ; the Orders made on the 18th and 24th of 
June last discharged ; and Bill committed for Friday next 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill. a from the Commons ; read 
1“; and referred to the Examiners ; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill.— Returned from the 


Commons with the Amendments agreed to .. ; : 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders Oo. 3) Bill.—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) Bill ; 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of the Working 
Classes (No. 2) Bill.—Read 3% (according to Order), and passed 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill.— 
Debate on the motion of the Lord Newlands that the Bill be referred to 
a Joint Committee of Lords and Commons resumed (according to Order). 


Lord Blythsw ood 

Lord Kelvin , 

The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) . - 
Lord Tweedmouth 

The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 


Motion, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 
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Bill (pursuant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) 


deemed to have been reported from the Committee ; Bill to be read 34 
on Thursday next. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) Bill.—Read 34 
(according to Order), and passed. . a Si “e ae ‘3 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.—Read 3¢ (according 
to Order), with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the 


Commons 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill.—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1¢; to be printed; and referred to the Examiners. 


(No. 146) 
tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Pustic Works Loan Boarp.—Twenty-sixth Annual Report, for 1900-1901 ; 


with appendices ; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie upon the Table 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill ; Justices’ Jurisdiction (London) 
Bill [H.L.].—Reported from the Standing Committee without amend- 


ment, and to be read 3¢ on Thursday next 


Day Industrial Schools (Ireland) Bill [#.1.]|—[Seconp REavInc.] 


of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
The Earl of Meath 
Moved that the Bill be now read 24.—(The Earl of Meath.) 


Lord Norton Ee 

The Earl of Mayo 

The Earl of Denbigh 
The Earl of Meath 

Lord Balfour of Burleigh 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 24, accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 


Order 





London Borough Councils (Women’s Disabilities Removal) Bill 
[H.L.]--[SeconD ReEapinG.|—Order of the Day for the Second Reading 


read. 
The Earl of Aberdeen 

Moved, That the Bill be now read 24—(The Earl of Aberdeen.) 
The Duke of Northumberland 

Amendment moved :— 


“To leave out ‘now’ and insert at the end of the motion ‘ this 
day six months.’ ”’—(The Duke of Northumberland.) 


Earl Spencer 
Lord Bishop of Rochester 
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Lord James of Hereford 
The Earl of Aberdeen 
The Lord Archbishop of York 


On question, Whether the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the motion, their Lordships divided : Contents, 46 ; Not-Contents, 88. 


Isolation Hospitals Bill.---Read 3% (according to Order), and passed 


House adjourned at ten minutes past Seven of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 2np JULY, 1901. 


MEssaGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to—Consolidated Fund 
(No. 2) Bill, without amendment a nr 


710 PAL ASSEN Z. 


Message to attend the Lords Commissioners ; the House went ; and, being 
returned, Mr. Speaker reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills. 
(See page 533) : 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitis [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
NOT COMPLIED WITH).—-Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, 
and which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 
Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill [Lords]; Doncaster Tithe 
Trust Bill [Lords] ; Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time $4 


Derwent Valley Water Board Bill; Richmond Gas Bill; Tendring 


Hundred Water Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill.—Ordered, That, in the case of 
the Metropolitan District Railway Bill, Standing Orders 84, 214, and 
239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now taken into consideration, 
provided amended prints shall have been previously deposited.—(.Vr. 
Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly considered, as amended, 


Ordered, That, Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
Bill :ccordingly read the third time, and passed. [New Title] 


Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Order Confirmation Bill 
[Under Section 7, Sub-section (2), of the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899].—Read the third time, and passed 


Dundee Corporation Order Confirmation Bill.-—Bill to confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Dundee Corporation (to be proceeded with under Section 7 
of the Act), ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and Mr. Solicitor 
General for Scotland va ‘ ‘a sa - bs “ 


cr 
~I 
ew 


cr 


ot 


cr 
wt 


or 
qr 


or 
cr 


cr 








Jul: 
Du 


STA 


Bri 


So 


Ra 


Mi 





cr 
we 


cr 


qr 


—s 
cr 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. lv 
July 2.) Page 
Dundee Corporation Order Confirmation Bill—‘ To confirm a Pro- 
visional Order under the Private Legislation Precedure (Scotland) Act, 
1899, relating to Dundee Corporation,” presented accordingly ; and, 
under 62 and 63 Vict., c. 47, s. 7 (2), ordered to be considered upon 
Tuesday next <a ; * 


[oy | 
~J 
ou 


STANDING OrDERS.—Resolution reported from the Committee :—“‘ That, in 
the case of the Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, ete.) Bill [Lords], 
the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be 
permitted to proceed with their Bill, provided that proof be given before 
the Committee on the Bill of the approval of the Bill by the Great Western 
Railway Company and by the Midland Railway Company, or, in the 
absence of such proof, provided that Clause 51 be struck out of the Bill :— 
That the Committee on the Bill do report how far such Order has been 
complied with.” Resolution agreed to ~ ” re ie .. 576 


Bristol Corporation (Docks and Railways, etc.) Bill [Lords],— 
Report [this day] from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time.—(Mr. Caldwell) .. .« of 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railways Bill 
[Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed . 


Raitway Bits (Group 10).—Mr. Egerton reported from the Committee on 
Group 10 of Railway Bills, That Mr. Alfred Pease, one of the Members 
of the said Committee, was not present at the sitting of the Committee 
this day. Report to lie upon the Table. Ordered, That Samuel Foster 
do attend the Committee on Group 10 of Railway Bills to-morrow, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock se i ps $c 

Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords]. 
—Ordered, That the said Charles Arthur Rowlandson do attend the 
said Committee on Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the clock ‘ 


Or 
I 
for) 


or 
~I 
=I 


PRIVATE BiLts (Group N).—Ordered, That Thomas Moore do attend the 
Committee on Group N of Private Bills to-morrow, at half-past Eleven 
ot the clock 


or 
=~ 
~] 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to, Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 3) Bill; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) 
Provisional Order (Housing of the Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 8) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) Bill ; without amend- 
ment. That they have agreed to Amendments to, Chester Gas Bill [Lords]; 
without amendment ; ; 


v 
~J 
~J 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—Petition from Rhyl, in favour of re-enact- 
ment ; to lie upon the Table “a ” 

AGR CULTURAL Rates CoNGESTED Districts AND BurGH LAND Tax RELIEF 
(ScotLanp) Act, 1896.—Petition from Sutherland, in favour of re-enact- 
ment ; to lie upon the Table 
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CREMATION BILL.—Petition from the Sanitary Institute, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table 


EpucaTion BiLt.—Petition from Blackburn, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Epucation (No. 2) Biti.—Petition from Bradford, in favour: to lie upon 
the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpvcaTtion.—Petition of Personal Rights Association, for the 
retention of women as members of representative educational authorities ; 
to lie upon the Table 


Factory AND WorksHop AcTs AMENDMENT BiLu.—-Petition from Battersea, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table 


Finance BiLt.—Petition from Cardiff, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHILDREN BiLit.—Two Petitions from 
Blackburn, against ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LigUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, from 
Garston ; Warmley ; West Hackney ; Denbigh; Exeter (two) ; Wood- 
ford (nine); Prestatyn; Wingate; Marylebone ; Byker ; Witheridge ; 
and Bury St. Edmunds; to lie upon the Table 


SHop Bitts.—Two Petitions from Blackburn, against ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BiLt.—Petition from Sarisbury, against ; 
to lie upon the Table m > 


YACCINATION BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Battersea, and Personal Rights 
Association * to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Pusiic Works Loan Boarp.—Copy presented, of Twenty-sixth Annual Report 
(for 1900-1901), with Appendices [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 246.] .. : ee oe oe <a os . 


Exectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS :— 

Vopies ordered, “of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals 
contained in the Provisional Orders included in the Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.” 

‘Of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 8) Bill.” 

‘“ Of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 9) Bill.” 

‘ Of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the 
Provisional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 11) Bill.” 

‘ And, of Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 12) Bill.”’—( Vr. Gerald Balfour.) 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orpers (No. 2) Br.t.—Copy ordered, “ of 
Memorandum stating the nature of the Proposals included in the Pier 


and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.”—(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 
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Tithe Rent-CHarGEe (RATING) Act, 1899 (AMOUNTS PAID TO ADMINISTRATIVE 
Counties AND BorouGus).—Return ordered, ‘* showing the amounts paid 
in respect of each Administrative County or County Borough during the 
period between the 15th day of September, 1899, and the 31st day of 
March, 1900, in respect of the payment of half the rates on the Tithe 
Rent-charge under the Tithe Rent-charge (Rating) Act, 1899.”’—(Mr. 
Alfred Hutton.) , 


QUESTIONS. 

Soutn ArricA—JAMESON Ratpb—QUEEN’S HALL MEETING OF THE OPPONENTS 
OF THE WAR.—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. Horner 
(Lambeth, N.), Mr. Labouchere (Northampton), and Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) si se i ive as wi 


HAWKESLEY-Ruopes-HARRIS CORRESPONDENCE.— Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) 


Farm BurninG.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, The Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Mrs. KruGer.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick .. - 


SOLDIERS’ PeNSIONS.—Question, Mr. Alfred Hutton (Yorkshire, W.R., Morley) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lan- 
cashire, Westhoughton) 


PENstoNS—Case OF THOMAS MAckKie.—Questions, Mr. Keir Hardie (Merthyr 
Tydvil) ; Answer, Lord Stanley vs 


MILITIAMEN IN SoutH AFRICA.—Questions, Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, 
Fareham) and Mr. Joyce (Limerick) ; Answers, Lord Stanley ‘a 


Tarp Dorset MILitrA.—Question, Colonel Brymer (Dorsetshire, 8.) ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley és 24 


Torrp BatraLion GorpoN HIGHLANDERS.—(Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aber- 
deenshire, W.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley a 


SMALL ARMS AMMUNITION FOR MACHINE GUNs.—Question, Mr. Norman (Wol- 
verhampton, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ss ‘a 


Miuitary DISTURBANCES AT SHORNCLIFFE.—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien 
(Kilkenny) ; Answer, Lord Stanley ~ : i 
ADMIRALTY Horse Firrincs oN TRANSPORTS.—Question, Mr. Herbert Lewis 
(Flint Boroughs) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- 
Forster, Belfast, W.) e 
GIBRALTAR AS A NAVAL Base.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour ; L " 
INDIAN CIVIL SERVICE—COMPENSATION ALLOWANCES.—Question, Sir Seymour 
King (Hull, Central) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) i = ie 
INDIAN STAFF OFFICERS’ ALLOWANCE FOR CHINESE CAMPAIGN.—Question, Sir 
Seymour King ; Answer, Lord G. Hamilton ~ ae ss 
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OFFICIAL LANGUAGE IN THE Mauritrus.—Question, Mr. Swift MaeNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain - 


EXPULSION OF A MEMBER OF THE VICTORIAN ASSEMBLY.—Question, Mr. Keir 
Hardie ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain = : 


British ConsuLATE—Faroe IsLanps.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Glouces- 
tershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, Rochester) 


THIBeTAN EmpBassy To RussiA.—Question, Mr. Norman ; Answer, Viscount 
Cranborne we 


Ucanpa Raltway.—Question, Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne .. “s os se a i . 


Coat Duty.—Questions, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; Answer, The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Duty on Pitcu ror Patent FveL.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


MARINE INSURANCE.—Question, Mr. Warr (Liverpool, East Toxteth) ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach .. - - “e bs oe 

GREAT MaLverN Potice Court.—Question, Mr. Corrie Grant (Warwickshire, 
Rugby) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) . 

RacinG ADVERTISEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie .. ” si 6 _ ae be és es 

STRATFORD-ON-AVON ELEcTION DIsTURBANCES.—Questions, Mr. Corrie Grant 
and Mr. Joyce ; Answers, Mr. Ritchie 

Raitway DisturBaNnces IN GREAT BrivaIn.—Question, Sir Howard Vincent 
(Sheffield, Central) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. Bi m i oo if SS 

COMPENSATION TO SEAMEN FOR ACCIDENTS.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour 

Market ReturNs.—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; Answer, The 
President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 

SWINE Fever.—Questions, Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) and Major Rasch 
(Essex, Chelmsford) ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury ss a - is 

BapcavuL Pier (Ross-sHiRe).—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer. The Lord Advo- 
eate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


New Roap iN THE IsLAND OF LEWIS.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray 

CiypeE Musse. Beps.—Question, Mr. Keir Hardie ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham 
Murray ; ‘ 


ILLEGAL TRAWLING CoNVICTIONS.—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray .. és - ae ‘ és . - 


Soutu Uist anD Barra MaiLs.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire, E.)  .. - 6 se o . hs ie 
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“Tue PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.”—Questions, Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) and Mr. William Johnston Soeaipeiten S.); sian Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain : ‘ 


DUNDONNELL MarLs.—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 
Motor Cars at Lonpon ParK ENTRANCES.—Question, Mr. Muntz (Warwick- 
shire, Tamworth) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) .. 
PoraTo SPRAYING IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. ss és 
MoNAGHAN AND Cavan Lunatic AsyLUM.—Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ‘ ; f ; 
Loncrorp Fair Rent Cases.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham : i a sec of - 
Lonerorp Jurors’ List.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
Irish Loca GOVERNMENT BoarbD ReportT.—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham .. re on oa ‘a - a - 


Roya. Irish CONSTABULARY—PROTESTANT AND ROMAN CATHOLIC CANDIDATES, 
—QQuestions, Mr. M'Govern =— W ) and Mr. William Johnston ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. a as Ne a 


ARDAGH NATIONAL SCHOOLS.-—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, Mr. 
Austen Chamberlain Es 

Fermoy AND Cork RAILWAY.—-Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien and Mr. Flynn 
(Cork, N.); Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. “As fe ae 

IrIsH NATIONAL EpUCATION—ARCHBISHOP WALSH'S RESIGNAT ON.-—Questions, 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. 

ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS-—TENURE OF OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Tue Epucation Bitt.—Question, Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.) ; Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE HoUsE.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond and Mr. Galloway ; 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Youthful Offenders Bill :— 
Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 247.] 
Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
247.] 
Bill, as amended (by the Standing Committee), to be considered upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. | Bill 247. | 


. ELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) :— 


Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee 0‘ Selection: That th v had 
discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee on 
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Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. Fenwick 
(added in respect of the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children 
Bill) ; and had appointed in substitution : Mr. Donal Sullivan. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee: That they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 
Procedure the followi ing Fifteen Members in respect of the Beer Bill : 
—Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. Chaplin, Sir Michael Foster, Sir Edward 
Greene, Mr. Groves, Sir William Harcourt, Colonel Kenyon- Slaney, 
Mr. Lambert, Mr. Fletcher Moulton, Mr. Murphy, Mr. Price, Mr. 
Purvis, Sir Cuthbert Quilter, Mr. Joseph Walton, and Mr. Samuel 
Young. 


Reports to lie upon the Table... ¥ “ = - 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDs :— 

That they have agreed to, Isolation Hospitals Bill, without Amend- 
ment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to declare the Law in 
regard to the reform of the Convocations of Canterbury and York, 
and to make provision for joint sittings of the said Convocations.” 
Convocations of the Clergy Bill [Lords] 


NEW BILLS. ° 


Epucation (No. 2) 
The V ice- President of the Board aad Education — Gorst, Cambridge 
University) ‘ : i . : 


Motion made, and Question proposed 





* That leave be given to bring in a Bill for enabling local authorities 


to empower school boards temporarily to carry on certain schools, and 
for sanctioning certain school board expenses.’ —(Sir John Gorst.) 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) .. - ee oe 


The Motion being opposed, Mr. Speaker put the Question thereupon in 
pursuance of Standing Order No. 16. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 242 ; Noes, 174. (Division List No. 305.) 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir John Gorst, Mr. A. J. Balfour, and 
Mr. Walter Long. 


Education (No. 2) Bill.—‘For enabling local authorities to empower 
school boards temporarily to carry on certain schools, and for sanctioning 
certain school board expenses,” presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 246.] 


ANIMALS SLAUGHTERED (COMPENSATION).—* To amend the Law relating to the 
Compensation paid for Slaughtered Diseased Animals,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Tuesday, 16th July, 
and to be printed. [Bill 244.] 


Animals Slaughtered (Compensation) Bill. — Bill to amend the law relating 
to the Compensation paid for Slaughtered Diseased Animals, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Louis Sine Jair, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Cathcart 
Wason, Mr. David Morgan, Colonel Nolan, and Colonel Tufnell 
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DRINKING PLACES (ANIMALS).—‘ To prevent the contamination of public 
Drinking Places for An mals,”’ presented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday, 16th July, and to be printed. 
[Bill 245.] 


Drinking Places (Animals) Bill.—Bill to prevent the contamination of 
public Drinking Places for Animals, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Louis 
Sinclair, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Cathcart Wason, Mr. David Morgan, 
Colonel Nolan, and Colonel Tufnell .. &. ot ie ee .. 618 


WAYS AND MEANS :—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
CONTINUATION CLAUSES IN POLICIES. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.).. 619 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


‘That an additional stamp duty of sixpence shall be charged, on 
and after the 15th day of July, on every policy of sea insurance made 
for time containing a continuation clause, and that if the risk covered 
by the continuation clause attaches and a new policy is not issued 
covering the risk the continuation clause shall be liable to stamp duty 
as a separate policy.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) a <3 a a 


Question put, and agreed to. 


oe oa « 620 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


Finance Bill.—Considered in Committee :— 
(In the Committee.) 
(Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
Clause 11 :— 
Question again proposed, ‘‘ That Clause 11 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. O Mara (Kilkenny, 8S.) is 4 a y or ‘Ra 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) a a od 525 5 ss 629 
Sir Edgar Vincent hiss - i .« 623 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tcwer Hamlets, Poplar) ws i «+ Oe 
Sir M. Hicks Beach .. . “ - .. 625 
Sir William Harcourt (ioumonthehive, W.). 30 - - .. 627 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis).. ne ais se os . OSA 
Sr Thomas Esmonde (Wexford, NN.) .. + i sh ». 633 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) as sc oa ee Ses -- 633 
Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.) , ee és - ie .. 634 
Mr. J. P. Farrell, (Longford, 1 bd i es fhe -. 655 
Mr. Winston Churchill tdhaw) = 513 - 4 me ss 686 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) .. os ai fs re. ws (Gae 
Mr. O'Mara ve “ie - as iis ws me a .. 638 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 366 ; Noes, 89. (Division List No. 306.) 
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Clause 12 :— 
Mr. M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) re es ~ * .. 64] 


Clause agreed to. 


Mr. Lough ioe ae ee ee ae as - - .. 648 


New Clause— 

“(1) Where any new customs import duty or new excise duty is 
imposed, or where any customs import duty or excise duty is increased, 
and any goods in respect of which the duty is payable are delivered 
after the day on which the new or increased duty takes effect in 
pursuance of a contract made before that day, the seller of the goods 
may, in the absence of agreement to the contrary, recover, as an 
addition to the contract price, a sum equal to any amount paid by 
him in respect of the goods on account of the new duty or increase 
of duty, as the case may be. 

(2) Where any customs import duty or excise duty is repealed 
or decreased, and any goods affected by the duty are delivered after the 
day on which the duty ceases or the decrease in the duty takes effect 
in pursuance of a contract made before that day, the purchaser of the 
goods, in the absence of agreement to the contrary, may, if the seller 
of the goods has had in respect of those goods the benefit of the repeal 
or decrease of the duty, deduct from the contract price a sum equal to 
the amount of the duty or decrease of duty, as the case may be. 

(3) Where any addition to or deduction from the contract price 
may be made under this section on account of any new or repealed 
duty,- such sum as may-be agreed upon or in default of agreement 
determined by the Commissioners of Customs in the case of a custonis 
duty, and by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue in the case of an 
excise duty, as representing in the case of a new duty any new ex- 
penses incurred, and in the case of a repealed duty any expenses 
saved, may be included in the addition to or deduction from the con- 
tract price, and may be recovered or deducted accordingly. 

‘““(4) This section shall be deemed to have had effect as from the 
nineteenth day of April nineteen hundred and one, and section 
twenty of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, and section eight 
of the Finance Act, 1900, are hereby repealed.’”-—(Mr. Lough.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the clause be now read a second time.’ 


Sir M. Hicks Beach .. a oe a oe 


644 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time, and added. 
New Clause— 

‘ Sub-section one of section twenty-six of the Customs and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1890, which relates to the reduction of inhabited 
house duty in the case of lodging houses, shall be read with the sub- 
stitution of the first day of October for the first day of July as the day 
before which registration is to be effected, and of the first day of 
November for the first day of October as the day before which appli- 
cation must be made for the reduction of the rate of charge.”’—( Mr. 


Helme.) 
Brought up, and read the first time. 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
‘‘ That the clause be now read a second time.”’ 


Sir M. Hicks Beach .. .. - #3 ek ee ask .. 645 
Mr. Norval W. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) se “ .. 645 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time, and added. 
Mr. Norval W. Helme * ¥ we ay - we -- 645 


New Clause— 


‘‘ Where the owner of any lodging house is assessed forthe payment 
of inhabited house duty, before the amount so assessed in any financial 
year is paid, produces to the collector of inhabited house duty a eertifi- 
cate from the surveyor of taxes that such owner has been allowed 
in that year a total exemption from ineome tax by reason of his 
income not exceeding one hundred and sixty pounds, the said amount 
of inhabited house duty shall not be collected, and if such owner pro- 
duces to the said collector a certificate from the surveyor of taxes 
that such owner has been allowed in that year an abatement of income 
tax by reason of his income not exceeding four hundred pounds, one- 
half of the said inhabited house duty shall not be collected.”—(Mr. 
Norval Helme.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and (Question proposed— 


‘* That the clause be now read a second time..” 


Sir M. Hicks Beach ? us it a ag 7 - 647 
Mr. Sydney Buxton be | RS és ss “ - - -- 647 
Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
Schedule 1 agreed to. 
Schedule 2 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 8, line 5, at end to add the words, ‘ and in allowing that 
drawback the Commissioners of Customs may, with the assent of 
the Treasury, in order to facilitate trade, relax in the case of any 
goods any requirements of sections one hundred and four and one 
hundred and six of the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, as to the giving 
of security and the examination of goods.’ ”—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 
Question proposed, 
“That those words be there added.” 
Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) .. i ; ” os -. 648 
Sir M. Hicks Beach .. - ea i - ig ts -- 648 
Mr. Gibson Bowles wa ih - ; on - Ka -- 649 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Schedule 2, as amended, agreed to. 


Schedule 3 agreed to. 
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Schedule 4 :— 
Mr. McLaren (Leicestershire, Bosworth) 


Amendment see 


‘ 


“In page 8, line 20, to leave out the words ‘ shipped for exportation ’ 
and insert the w ord ‘ exported. *”_ (Mr. McLaren.) 


Question proposed— 


“ That the words ‘ shipped for exportation ’ stand part of the Schedule.” 


Discussion :— 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea 1 District) 
Sir James Joicey (Durham, Chester-le-Street) 
Mr. Brynmor Jones... > a ss 
Mr. Robson (South Sh ields) 
Mr. Gibson Bowles .. 
Mr. Lawson Walton (Leeds, 'S.) ee : 
The Attorney General (Sir Robert Finlay, Taverne Burghs).. 
Mr. John Wilson (Durham, Mid) 3 
Mr. William Abraham (Glamorganshire, Rhondda) 
Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8S.) .. iss = by 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Sir James Joicey 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197 ; Noes, 116. (Division List No. 307.) 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Sir James Joicey 
Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 9, line 20, to leave out the words ‘ one hundred and four- 
teen.’ ’—(.VWr. Tomlinson.) 
Question proposed— 
“That the words ‘one hundred and fourteen’ stand part of the 
Schedule.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Sir James Joicey 
Question put, and negatived. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That this Schedule, as amended, be the Fourth Schedule of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. Brynmor Jones 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173 ; Noes, 107. (Division List No. 308.) 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 248.] 
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SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
9 (In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
CIVIL SERVICE EsTIMATES, 1901-2 
Crass II. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That a sum, not exceeding £50,272, be granted to His Majesty, 
to complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
3 in course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
2 1902, for the Salaries and other Expenses in the Department of His 
3 Majesty’s Treasury and Subordinate Departments.” 
4 
5 Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) .. “ $y “4 a « CF 
28 Motion made, and Question proposed— 
y) 
8 “That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the 
0 Salary of the Financial Secretary of the Treasury.”—(Mr. Weir.) 
0) 
1 The Financial Secretary to the hekertig vn Austen Chamberlain, 
1 Worcestershire, E.) .. ae sits a .. 673 
59 Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8.) ws. ihe ss si i = .. 674 
~ Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) . ‘a - i 7 -» G14 
Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) sia a 8 ate .. 676 
Mr. John Redmond (W ery - ee is ws 5 «« Se 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E ) ¥ - i - ae » CH 
6 Mr. J. P. Farrell eu re vi “s i - es ~« 639 
bo Juestion put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 112 ; Noes, 221. (Division List No. 309.) 
65 Original Question again proposed. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £500, in respect of the 
Salaries of First-class Clerks.” 
Mr. Austen Chamberlain “9 “8 bs 163 + ee .. 683 
Mr. Flynn sini AY. ¥3 - bs wi “% 7. .. 684 
Mr. Weir .. : es a “i be - as - .. 684 
- Mr. Tully .. a ii se sa ee i wd er .. 686 
Ob ; 
66 Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 108 ; Noes, 218. (Division List No. 310.) 
Mr. Dillon : i ¥ ‘9 “s ‘i ‘ _ .- 687 
Sir M. Hicks Beach .. #*s ‘ss wi . aa - 6 
Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N. . a oe os of =P .. 691 
a Mr. Dillon ¥ is x me .. 692 
om Sir Thomas Esmonde ( (Weaford, N.) es = i“ ‘ .. 693 
we Mr. Murnaghan re ie oe ea - ‘i - .. 694 
Mr. Tully és ‘ ss re ‘4 ~. .. 694 
Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, ‘“ That the 
Question be now put.” 
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Question put, ‘‘ That the Question be now put.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183 ; Noes, 112. (Division List No. 311.) 


Question put accordingly. 
Tho Committee divided :—Ayes, 218 ; Noes, 71. (Division List No. 312.) 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolution to be reported this day ; Committee to sit again to-morrow. 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 3rp JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill (By 
Orper.)—Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read the third time.” 


Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) 

Sir John Brunner (¢ gn Northwich) 

Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, 

The Attorney General for Tretond (itr Atkinson, t; Londonderry, N,) 

Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, : = i : 
Mr. J. P. Farrell poles. N.) 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ‘ is 

Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) .. Mp es “ bi - : 
Mr. McGovern (Cavan, W.) a ie - i - a 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 178 ; Noes, 70. (Division List No. 313.) 
Bill read the third time and passed. 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Gas Bill; Petersfield and 


Selsey Gas Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to .. 


Faversham Water Bill [Lords].—As amended, ns an Amend- 
ment made; Bill to be read the third time = , y om 


Dover Harbour Bill [Lords]; Harrogate Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Harro- 
gate Water Bill [Lords]; Ripon Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Stratton 
and Bude Improvement Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and com- 
mitted 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—Petition from Rhyl, against re-enact- 
ment ; to lie upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHOOLS).—Petition from Middlesbrough, for alteration of Law; to lie 
upon the Table - - - = » 
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SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour from 
Sheffield ; North St. Pancras; Glasgow; Westbury on Trym; and 
Dukinfield ; to lie upon the Table... ve ‘i i mn ix 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petition from Rosemarkie, against ; 
to lie upon the Table + Se ‘i ‘es va - - = Vn 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Bankruptcy (IRELAND).—Return [presented Ist July] to be printed. [No. 
248] - 2 re i ue i - i i i“ is Oe 
E_ectric LIGHTING PRovISIONAL OrpDERS.—Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 2nd July ; Mr. Gerald eros to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 249] ‘ $s i ay " os Oe 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) Bitt.—Return presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 2nd July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 250] bs 707 
ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND).—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 22nd 
April; Mr. Eugene Wason]; to lie upon the Table 707 
BoaRD OF Epucation.—Copy presented, of Minute of the Board of Education, 
dated 3rd July, 1901, establishing Regulations for Evening Schools and 
701 Classes [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table .. - e ne -. 
701 | Trape Reports (ANNUAL SeERIEs).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
(01 Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2,647 to 2,649 [by Command] ; 
(02 * to lie upon the Table oe xa i sd Li - Gis + 208 
703 
703 | TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic 
704 and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, No. 557 [by Command] ; to 
704 lie upon the Table .. “4 5 ss zs - 2 és .. 708 
, 104 
SUPPLY.—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 
Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 
— made, and Question proposed— 
i 207 ‘ That a sum, not exceeding £279,600, be granted to His Majesty, to 
intbie the expenses of the Admiralty Office, which will come in course 
. of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 
707 Mr. Reginald Lucas (Portsmouth) ws “ sis .. 708 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) - + ‘-. oan 
@ Mr. Yerburgh (Chester) a i - = - os  T18 
n 
\- Motion made, and Question proposed— 
(Oi “That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the 
Salary of the First Lord of the Admiralty.” —(Mr. Yerburgh.) 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ati a 2 = ae 428 
- Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 728 
(i The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold- Forster, Belfast, W 5. 733 
N Mr. Norman (Wolverhampton, S.) 5 .. 743 
* Sir Fortescue Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley ie ji “i .. 746 
707 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) i ais ii .. 750 
Mr. Boland (Kerry, 8S.) oe = x su rv - on Ot 
e2 
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Mr. Gilhooly (Cork Co., W.) 

Mr. Harwood (Bolton) 

Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) 
Mr. Arnold-Forster 

Mr. Thomas O'Donnell (Kerry, W. ) 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, mr 
Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, 8.) : 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 
Sir Edward Reed (Cardiff) ae i = sa a re 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) vie ne a = ‘i in 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to make 
his Report to the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Friday. 


WAYS AND MEANS [2Np JuLy].—Resolution reported, “ That an additional 
tamp duty of sixpence shall be charged, on and after the 15th day of 
July, on every policy of sea insurance made for time containing a con- 
‘inuation clause, and that if the risk covered by the continuation clause 
attaches and a new policy is not issued covering the risk, the continuation 
clause shall be liable to stamp duty as a separate policy.” Resolution 
agreed t 


Public Libraries Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 13 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 5, at the end to add the words, ‘ Or unless he 
proves that such book has been kept for use in, or circulation from, 
their library after he has given notice in writing that such legal pro- 
ceedings have been instituted, and that a reasonable time has not 
elapsed for a decision being given in such proceedings.’ ”’—(Mr. Tully.) 

Question proposed, “* That those words be there added.” 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 
Sir Edward Carson 
Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley) 


Objection being taken to further proceeding, the Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 


Committee report Prozress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


Conveyance of Cycles Bill—Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged. Bill withdrawn .. aw - fe ei 2“ 


NEW BILL. 


Purcuase or LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2).—Bill to exten! the Purchase of Land 
(Ireland) Amendment Act, 1889, ordered to be brought in by Colonel 
Nolan, Mr. William Redmond, Mr. James O’Kelly, Mr. Conor O'Kelly, 
and Mr. Tully. 
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755 Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) BilJ.—‘ To extend the Purchase of Land 

756 (Ireland) Amendment Act, 1889,’ presented accordingly, and read the 

756 first time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 8th July, and to be 

756 printed. [Bill 249.] m Ss - as i ue - a 
759 ascceis 

760 SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) :— 

761 Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee of Selection : That they had dis- 


charged the following Members from the Standing Committee on 
Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and Manufac- 
tures :—Mr. Griffith-Boscawen and Sir William Hornby; and had 
769 appointed in substitution : Mr. Pierpoint and Mr. Mitchell. 

65 Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection : That they 
had discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee 
on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Captain 
Norton ; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. Samuel Young. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection : That they 
had discharged the following Members from the Standing Committee 
on Law and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. James 
Heath and Mr. Graham; and had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
Galloway and Mr. Flower. 


-~I 





Reports to lie upon the Table es <a ‘3 ep x és ee 5 | 


Manchester Corporation Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; 
in Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed . 7 « = %6T 


Local Government Provisional Order ‘Port) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow ts 3 dee OS 


Naval Works Provisional Order Bill.—Reported, without Amendment 
[Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time To-morrow ; - 


South Western and Isle of Wight Junction Railway Bill [Lords] ; 
Handsworth Urban District Council Bill [Lords] ; Chester Corporation 
Tramways Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ m= - si xs .. 768 


768 


County Councils (Byelaws) Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 250.) .. 768 
766 | Pusiic Petitions Commitrer.—Eighth Report brought up, and read; to 
766 lie upon the Table, and to be printed “ a 4 i sip vo, wae 
766 aus . " : 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrow 768 


BusINEss OF THE HouseE.—On the motion for adjournment :— : 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 768 


767 Adjourned at twenty minutes before six of the clock. 


HOUSE OF LORDS: THURSDAY, 4TH JULY, 1901. 


TRIAL OF Eart RussELL.—Petition of the Right Honourable John Francis 
Stanley Earl Russell, praying that the trial of the said case may be post- 
poned in order that he may prepare a case in answer to the indictment 
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for bigamy, presented, and read: The said Petition considered (according 
to Order): Counsel called in and heard in support of the said Petition: 
The Attorney General heard on behalf of the Crown. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 


The Lord Chancellor informed the Petitioner that upon the production 
by his Lordship of an affidavit stating the nature of his evidence which 
he proposed to adduce at his trial, the House would be prepared to order 
the said trial (which stands appointed for Thursday the 18th instant) 
to be put off to Thursday the 6th of August next - iM i 


Ear oF Cavan.—Petition of Frederic Rudolph Lambart Earl of Cavan, in 
the Peerage of Ireland, claiming a right to vote at the elections of Repre- 
sentative Peers for Ireland; read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor 
to consider and report thereupon to the House 


Took THE OatH.—The Lord Walsingham took the Oath 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Bingley Urban District Council Bill; Bradford Corporation Bill.— 


Report from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord Braye be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Marquess of Bristol ; read, and agreed to 


STANDING Orpers ComMITTEr.—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukin- 
field Tramways and Electricity Board Bill ought to be dispensed with, 
and the Bill allowed to proceed ; read, and agree! to 


London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill.—Witnesses ordered to 


attend the Select Committee, one to produce documents 
Swanage Gas and Water Bill.—Reported, with Amendments 
Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) Bill—Reported, with Amendments 


Winsford Urban District _— saan sean Bill.— Reported, without 
amendment ” . i Ss 


Pembroke Urban District Council (County of Dublin) Bill.—Report 
from the Select Committee, ‘That the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill. the Committee having f und that the peti- 
tioners had no locus standi before them ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; the Orders made on the 14th and 25th of June last discharged, 
and Bill committed for to-morrow ~ a ey 2 + 


Bexley ‘cette Bill. Reishee from the Select aananaed with Amend- 
ments a si a oe : me : 


Bingley Urban District Council Bill —Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
the Committee having found that the petitioners had no locus standi 
before them ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; the Orders made 
on the 14th and 24th of June discharged, and Bill committed for to- 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.].—Reported from 
the Select Committee with Amendments, and committed to a Committee 
of the Whole House to-morrow 


Shipley Improvement Bill; Rhyl Improvement Bill; Paisley Police and 
Public Health Bill; Staly bridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tram- 
ways and Electricity Board Bill—Moved, That the Order made on the 
21st day of March last, ‘‘ That no private Bill brought from the House of 
Commons shall be read a second time after Thursday the 27th day of 
June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now read 24 ; agreed 
to ; and Bills read 2% accordingly .. 


Rhyl Improvement Biil; Paisley Police and Public Health Bill.—Com- 
mitted ; the Committees to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Dorking Gas Bill; Notting Hill Electric a Bill.—Read "7 and 


passed 


Mansfield Corporation Bill.—Read 3%, with the ea ian, and Simmer 


and returned to the Commons 


City and Brixton Railway Bill [H.L.|; Great Western Railway Bill: 
Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill ; Clyde Valley Electrical Power 
Bill ; Glasgow and South-Western Railway Bill ; West Cumberland Electric 
Tramways Bill ; Southampton and Winchester Great Western Junction 
Railway Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the following 
Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select Committee for the 
consideration of the said Bills, namely: E. Stamford, E. Lauderdale 
(chairman), E. Bradford, E. Eldon, V. Hardinge ; agreed to ; and the said 
Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee to meet on Monday next, 
at Twelve o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills 
to be heard as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No.1) Bill [H.L.].—House in Committee 
(according to Order): The Amendments proposed by the Select Com- 
mittee made ; further Amendments made ; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; the Report of Amendments to be received to-morrow 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) Provisional Order (Confirmation Bill 
[H.L.].—Read 3¢ (according to Order), and passed; and sent to the 
Commons ; oe See A ae ae Be : 


Biggleswade Water Board Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 1°; 


and referred to the Examiners 


Colwyn Bay and Colwyn Urban District Gas Bill; Derwent Valley 
Water Board Bill ; Petersfield and Selsey Gas Bill ; Richmond Gas Bill ; 
Tendring Hundred Water Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to 


Invergarry and Fort Augustus Railway Order Confirmation Bill.— 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; to be printed ; and (pursuant to the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) deemed to have been 
read 2%, and reported from the Committee. [No. 148.] 


Local Government Provisional Order (Port) Bill. (No. 149.]; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill [No. 150].— Brought 
from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS :— 
I. Annual Series :—No. 2647, United States (Porto Rico) ; No. 2648. 
Persia (Resht) ; No. 2649. France (Finances for 1901). 
II. Miscellaneous Series :—No. 557. Egypt (British Trade during 1895- 
1900); No. 558. Brazil (Financial and Economic Situation) ; No. 
559. Germany (Vine Culture and Wine Trade, 1898-1900) 


Boarp oF Epucation.—Minute of the Board of Education, dated 3rd July, 
1901, establishing regulations for evening schools and classes. Presented 
[by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table 

LocaL GOVERNMENT Act, 1888.—Regulations made by the Local Government 
Board amending the Regulations applying to the creation, issue, transfer, 
redemption, and other dealings with and stock created by county councils 
under the Act 


Pustic Heatta Acts AMENDMENT AcT, 1890.—Regulations made by the 
Local Government Board amending the Regulations applying to the 
creation, issue, and transfer, redemption, and other dealings with any 
stock created by local authorities under the Act. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITION, 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION (No. 2) BILL [H.L.].—Petition in favour of, of the 
Scottish Trade Protection Society ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


NEW BILL. 


Land Banks (Ireland) Bill [H.1.|.—A Bill to authorise the establishment 
of land banks in Ireland was presented by the Earl of Mayo (for the Lord 
Castletown) ; read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 147.) 


Education (Scotland) Bill. 
The Secretary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without Amend- 
ment ; and recommitted to the Standing Committee. 


TriaL or Eart Russett.—Second Report from the Select Committee con- 
sidered (according to Order), and agreed to 


Outdoor Relief (Friendly Societies) Bill—Order of the Day for the 
Third Reading read. Third Reading put off to Thursday next 


Justices’ Jurisdiction (London) Bill [H.L. } —Read 34 — to Order ) 
and passed, and sent to the Commons. 





House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: THURSDAY, 41x JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Kettering Urban it Water Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, 
and agreed to , ; . 


Biggleswade Water Board Bill.—Read the third time, and passed 


London United Tramways Bill Ul (by wash —As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time é 


173 Naval Works Provisional Order Bill.—Read the third time, and passed ... 


Local Government Provisional Order (Port) Bill.—As amended, con- 
sidered ; read the third time, and passed si sa “ 


Birmingham (City) Tramways Bill [Lords]; Tyneside Tramways and 
Tramroads Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed 


— Bills (Group 9).—Mr. Holland reported from the Committee on 
Group No. 9 of Railway Bills: That, there being no business ready for 
their consideration, they had adjourned until Monday next, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table 


~~! 
~I 
ww 


Chesterfield Improvement Bill [Lords].—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ie ve = 


oe 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs :— 
That they have agreed to—Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) 
Bill, Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill, Tees Valley Water Board 
Bill, Llandrindod Wells Urban District Council Water Bill, Great 
Eastern Railway Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Amendments to—Prestatyn Water Bill [Lords], 
Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 

That theb have passed a Bill, intituled, ** An Act for incorporating and 
conferring powers on the Hendon Tramways Company ; and for other 

774 purposes.’” Hendon Tramways Bill [Lords] 


Hendon Tramways Cill [Lords]—Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills Be ia si - 


(74 PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates CONGESTED District AND BurGH Lanp Tax RELIEF 
74 (ScoTLanD) Brtt.—Petition from Lanark, against re-enactment ; to lie 
upon the Table 


74 BURGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL.—Petition 
from Glasgow, against ; to lie upon the Table is 


HapituaL Drunkarps BILL.—Petition from Glasgow, for the extension of 
provisions to Scotland ; to lie upon the Table 


METRICAL SySTEM OF WEIGHTS AND MEASURES AND CoINAGE.—Petition from 
Keighley, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table 
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Sace oF [nToxicaTinG Liquors To CHILpREN Bi.t.—Petitions in favour, from SIE 
Glastonbury ; Ventnor ; Stepney ; Colchester ; Blakedown ; and Tun- 
bridge Wells ; to lie upon the Table... be ie sn - a“ 7. C 
Or 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Two Petitions from Paisley, against ; 


to lie upon the Table - o e “sn - a a FH j 
JOT 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Wi 
ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND).—Return a te ee to be Aaa sis 
251.] ‘ 776 
Ecciestasticat Commission (Licensep Hovses).—Return presented, relative TR 
thereto [Address 22nd April ; Lord Hugh Cecil] ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 252.] 777 bs 
LocaL GOVERNMENT AcT, 1888.—Copy presented, of Regulations made by 
the Local Government Board amending the regulations applying to the La 
creation, issue, transfer, redemption, and other dealings with any Stock ‘ 
created by county councils under the Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 777 
Al 


Postic Heattu Acts AMENDMENT Act, 1890.—Copy presented, of Regulations 
made by the Local Government Board amending the regulations applying 
to the creation, issue, transfer, and redemption, and other dealings with 
any Stock created by local authorities under the Public Health Acts TI 


Amendment Act, 1890 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table 777 
Diseases OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894.—Copy presented, of Report of Proceedings i 
by the Departments of Agriculture and Technical Instruction for Ireland, 
under the Diseases of Animals Acts, for the year 1900 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table 777 A 
Tribe Reports (MIsceLLANEOuS Series).—Copies presented, of Diplomatic ‘ 
and Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, Nos. 558 and 559 [by Com- N 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 777 
I 


SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CONTRACT (ASCENSION AND SIERRA LEONE).—Copy 
ordered, *‘ of Agreement made the 22nd day of June, 1901, between His 
Majesty’s Government and the Eastern Telegraph Company, Limited, C 
for the construction, maintenance, and working of a submarine cable 
between Sierra Leone and Ascension ; together with a Copy of the Treasury 
Minute thereon dated the 23rd day of June, 1901.”—(Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain.) 
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Torrepo Boat Destrroyers.—Return ordered, ‘‘ giving the names of all the 
various Torpedo Boat Destroyers which have been built for the British V 
Admiralty, stating the date w hen they were ordered and of whom, the dates 
when they were launc hed, the number of official trials to which they were 
subjected, and the dates when they were accepted by the Admiralty, or, in I 
the case of unfinished boats, the expected date of delivery ; also the numbers 
of preliminary trials of boats of thirty knots or over, and particulars of 
typical cases where those trials have been exceptional in number and have ! 
extended over considerable periods.” —(Sir Edward Reed.) 
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SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—CLAIM BY THE De Beers CompaNy.—Question, Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS—BuRGHER Camps COMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


JOHANNESBURG REFUGEES.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham W.) 


Wives or FicHtinc Boers—Proposep DeporTaTION From PRETORIA.— 
(Juestions, Mr. Tully vane se and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, 
Mr. Brodrick hs ake a bt ei 


TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES TAXATION—Sir Davin BarBour’s REPorT.—Question, 
Mr. Alfred Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


LAND SETTLEMENT Report.—Question, Mr. Fuller (Wiltshire, Westbury) ; 
Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


LADYSMITH, MAFEKING, AND KIMBERLEY SIEGES.—Questions, Mr. Platt-Higgins 
(Salford, N.) and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


ArMy MepicaL SerRvICE—CoMMITTEE OF ExpertTs.—Questions, Sir Charles 
Dilke (Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) and Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick ; vn wh 

THIRD GorDON HIGHLANDERS—DISEMBODIMENT.—()uestion, Dr. Farquharsor 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

RUNNYMEDE RIFLE RANGE.—Question, Sir F. Dixon-Hartland arene 
Uxbridge) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

ATTESTATION OF RECRUITS—AGE REGULATIONS.—Question, Mr. Charles Hob- 
house (Bristol, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 

NAVAL ORGANISATION.—Question, The Master of Elibank (Midlothian) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 

INDIAN ARMY—LEAVE ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Bartley ; Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 

CHINA—RUSSIA AND MANCHURIA.—Question, Mr. Charles Hobhouse ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, 
Rochester) 

Sir CLAupE MacpDONALD—JOURNEY IN AMERICAN LINER.—Question, Mr. 
Norman (Wolverhampton, 8.) ; Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


We su CoLony IN PATAGONIA.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas (Merthyr Tydvil) ; 
Answer, Viscount Cranborne 


His MAJEsty’s STYLE AND TITLE.—Question, Mr. Randles (Cumberland, 
Cockermouth) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


ASHANTI—DEPORTATION OF CHIEFS.—Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


INcoME Tax ON DIvIDENDS.—Question, Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


CoaL Duty REmissions.—Question, Mr. D. A. Thomas ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks 
Beach 
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City oF Lonpon PoLice.—Question, Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; 


Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) 


BURGLARIES AT BRIXTON.—Question, Mr. John Campbell (Armagh, §.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie 52 ae 3 ms ae 





SEAMEN’S Ratinc.—Questions, Mr. Joyce (Limerick) and Mr. William Red- 
mond (Clare, E.) ; Answers, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) = cs a3 “A He 


MANNING OF THE MERCANTILE Marine.—Question, Mr. Joyce ; Answer, Mr. 
Gerald Balfour a 


CiviL SERVICE EXAMINATIONS AT INVERNESS.—Question, Mr. Harmsworth 


(Caithness-shire) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 


Austen Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 


HererorD WILL RecistRY—RADNORSHIRE AND BRECONSHIRE WILLS.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Edwards (Radnorshire) ; Answer, Mr, Austen Chamberlain .. 


Post OFFICE AND RAILWAY COMPANIES—INTERCHANGE OF TELEGRAPHIC Work. 
—Questions, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid) ; Answers, Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain .. - a . _ oe oy 


SCIENCE AND ART GRANTS TO WALES AND MonmouTH.—Question, Mr. Herbert 
Roberts (Denbighshire, W.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Board 
of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 

REGISTRATION OF TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. William Jones (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst : as 

CATTLE Diseases, ANNUAL ReporT.—Question, Mr. Loyd (Berkshire, Abing- 
don) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) ro se ee te - 

NorTH SEA FIsHertes CONVENTION.—-Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 

ScHoo, TEACHERS IN THE HIGHLAND CROFTING COUNTIES.—Question, Mr. 
Weir; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray . 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT CARRICKMACROSS AND CASTLEBLANEY.—Question, 
Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland 
(Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


CATHOLIC JURORS AND THE OATH—CASTLEBAR CoRONER’S INQUIRY.—Question, 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Trish EpvcaTion—CircuLaR ON CONVENT SCHOOLS.—Questions, Mr. Thomas 
O'Donnell (Kerry, W.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


SANITATION IN DRoMORE.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


MOUNTMELLICK LABOURERS’ COTTAGE SCHEME.—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s 
County, Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie iF i ea 


Irish URBAN RaTE CoLLECTION.—Questions, Mr. Edward Barry (Cork County, 
S.) and Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


EarLy CLosING oF SHops iN Dupiin.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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SHANNON DEVELOPMENT CoMPANY’s SERVICE.—Question, Mr. Kendal O’Brien 
(Tipperary, Mid) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Lapourers’ CoTraGes IN Croom Union.—Question, Mr. O'Shaughnessy 
(Limerick, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘. : i : 


INNISHOWEN County BounDaRIES.—Question, Mr. O'Doherty (Donegal, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie st - : : 


CorK TrecunicaL INstRucTION GRANT.—Questions, Mr. Crean (Cork, 8.E.) 
and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham és “ * 


MonaGuan District Lunatic AsyLuM.—Question, Mr. M’Govern (Cavan, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘ ; : 


SALLYBANK NATIONAL Scnoont TEACHERS.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham z “A : 


CLONTIFLEECE NATIONAL SCHOOL.—Question, Mr. John Campbell; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham si “a ‘9 * 


LIMERICK—PROSECUTION OF HuGH McCape.—Questions, Mr. Joyce, Mr. 
Flynn, and Mr. William Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham , 


STEAM TRAWLING IN WexForD Bay.—Question, Mr. Ffrench (Wexford, S$.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CHARGE AGAINST Mr. Wats, J.P., oF TALLOW.—Questions, Mr. Power (Water- 
ford, E.) and Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answers, The Attorney General 
for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Irish County Councits—LIABILITy FoR Roap ACCIDENTS.—Questions, Mr. 
Tully and Mr. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson , 


LONGFoRD Rate CoLiectors’ Frrs.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson F ; 


Irish County Court PRocepurRE.—Question, Mr. O’Doherty ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson : 


WRECKAGE ON THE IRISH Coast.—Questions, Mr. Edward Barry and Mr. 
J. P. Farrell ; Answers, Mr. Gerald Balfour ie : 


Betrast Post OFFICE—COMPLAINT AGAINST A FEMALE SUPERVISOR.—Question, 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


NAVAN PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. Patrick White (Meath, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


DoneGaL PosTAL ARRANGEMENTS.—Question, Mr. M*‘Fadden (Donegal, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain .. st - ; a 


Irish TREASURY REMEMBRANCER.—Questions, Sir Thomas Esmonde (Wex- 
ford, N.) and Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham .. 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse.—Questions, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton). Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling Burghs), and Mr. Labou- 
chere (Northampton) ; Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Member from 
the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice and Legal Pro- 
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zedure :—Major Jameson (added in respect of the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquors to Children Bill) ; and had appointed in substitution Mr. Tully. 
Report to lie upon the Table : = = 


Supreme Court of Judicature (Appeals) Bill [Lords],—Read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. 


[Bill 251.] 


Prevention of Corruption (No. 2) Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 252.] 


Finance Bill.—Order for Consideration, as amended, ready and discharged. 
Bill recommitted in respect of a clause (Provision as to continuation 
clauses in policies of sea insurance).—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
Bill considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair. ] 
New clause :— 


(1) Notwithstanding anything contained in the Stamp Act, 1891, 
a policy of sea insurance made for time may contain a continuation 
clause as defined in this section, and such a policy shall not be invalid 
on the ground only that by reason of the continuation clause it may 
become available for a period exceeding twelve months. (2) There 
shall be charged on a policy of sea insurance containing such a con- 
tinuation clause a stamp duty of 6d. in addition to the stamp duty 
which is otherwise chargeable on the policy. (3) If the risk covered 
by the continuation clause attaches, and a new policy is not issued 
covering the risk, the continuation clause shall be deemed to be a new 
and separate contract of sea insurance expressed in the policy in which 
it is contained, but not covered by the stamp thereon, and the policy 
shall be stamped in respect of that contract accordingly, but may be 
so stamped without penalty at any time not exceeding thirty duys 
after the risk has so attached. (4) For the purposes of this section, 
the expression ‘continuation clause’ means an agreement to the 
following or the like effect—namely, that in the event of the ship being 
at sea or the voyage otherwise not completed on the expiration of the 
policy, the subject-matter of the insurance shall be held covered until 
the arrival of the ship, or for a reasonable time thereafter, not exceed- 
ing thirty days.’—(Sir M. Hicks Beach.) 


New clause agreed to. 


Bill, as amended in Committee and on recommittal, to be considered 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 248.] .. 


Loan Bill.—{Seconp ReapinG,|—Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘* That the Bill be now read 
a second time.” 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) 
Sir Brampton Gurdon (Norfolk, N.) 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) - aie ee 
Mr. Claude Lowther (Cumberland, Eskdale) .. ro ; , 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.) .. je + ee 
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Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.)  .. 

Mr. Channing (N: senenanneeli E. ) 

Mr. Butcher (York) .. 

Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, “ Leigh) , 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, ‘Bristol, W. ) 
Sir Robert Reid (Dumfries Burghs) 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) : i 

Mr. Llewellyn (Somersetshire, N.) 

Mr. E. J. C. Morton (Devonport) 

Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) 

Mr. Cawley (Lancashire, Prestwich) 

Mr. Lloyd George (Carnarvon Boroughs) .. 

The Secretary of State for War (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman yy Burghs) 

The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E) 


Motion made, and Question put, ‘‘ That the debate be now adjourned.’ — 
(Mr. Caine.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 133 ; Noes, 234. (Division List No. 314.) 
Main Question put, ‘“‘ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 267 ; Noes, 87. (Division List No. 315.) 
Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Adjournment at twenty minutes before One of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: FRIDAY, 5rH JULY, 1901. 


Took THE OAatH.—The Lord Ardilaun took the Oath ... 


TrIAL OF EARL RusseLu.—Ordered, That an humble address be presented to 
His Majesty to request that His Majesty will be graciously pleased to 
order that a sufficient police force be in attendance to keep clear the 
approaches leading to the House during the said trial ; the said address to 
be presented to His Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :—Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 9). Also the certificate that the further Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied w ith—Metro. 
politan District Railway. The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Aldershot Gas and Water —_ —R — from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments... a pie wale ane — 


Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill—The King’s con- 
sent signified; and Bill ee from the Select yeep with 
Amendments ... ree ‘ 


Pembroke Urban District mec sriciomad ot _— —_ a 


without amendment ... 
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Long Eaton Gas Bill ; Aldeburgh Corporation (Water) Bill ; Bury Corpora- 
tion Bill ; Bingley Urban District Council Bill.—Reported with Amend- 
ments ... ies ae i ee one aor om mee eee 


Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukinfield Tramways and 
lectricity Board Bill—Committed; the Committee to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection _ sie ve Y $28 


Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Bill—Reported from the 
Select Committee with Amendments ws ‘a6 se ae =o 


Brighton Corporation Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no parties 
having appeared in opposition thereto; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 27th June, and on F riday last discharged : 
and Bill committed i Aid se a a 


Barry Railway Bill; Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland 
Junction, East and West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and Stra¢ford- 
upon-Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill.—Moved, That the order 
made on the 21st day of March last, “ That no Private Bill brought from 
the House of Commons shall be read a second time after Thursday, the 
27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bills be now 
read 2¢; agreed to; and Bills read 24 accordingly <n sap 


Barry Railway Bill— Committed 


Stroud Gas Bill.—Read 3°; Amendments made ; Bill passed, and returned 
to the Commons ; ine -_ i ne ies bok hap 


Burgess Hill Water Bill—Read 34, and passed 


London United Tramways Bill.—Brought from the Commons; read 14; 
and referred to the Examiners ; om Ane ps Sea iu 


Kettering Urban District Water Bill—Reported from the Commons 
with the Amendments agreed to aes ia ae ini oe 


Clydebank Burgh Tramways Order Confirmation Bill [u.L.]. (No. 
151.)\—A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Clydebank Burgh 
Tramways ‘ ; sick ss 


Edinburgh and District Water Order Confirmation Bill [1.1.}. 
(No. 152.)— A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Edinburgh and 
District Water. 

Were presented by the Lord Balfour ; read 1¢; to be printed ; and (pur- 
suant to the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
Section 7) deemed to have been read 24, and reported from the 
Committee he ee zh 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [1.t.]. — Amendments 
reported (according to Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next ... 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [1.L.].—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order); the Amendments proposed by the Select 
Committee made; further Amendments made ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next ... 
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Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.].—House in Com- 
miitee (according to Order); Amendments made ; Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next . 


Naval Works Provisional Order Bill.—Brought from the Commons; 
read 1¢; to be printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 153.) 


City and Brixton Railway Bill [H.L.]; Great Western Railway Bill; 
Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill ; Clyde Valley Electrical Power 
Bill; Glasgow and South-Western Railway Bill; West Cumberland 
Electric Tramways Bill; Southampton and Winchester Great Western 
Junction Railway Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That 
the Earl of Stradbroke and the Lord Welby be proposed to the House as 
Members of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Earl of Lauderdale and the Viscount Hardinge ; and that the Lord Welby 
be Chairman of the said Committee ; read, and agreed to. ; vs 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—No. 2650, Turkey (Constantinople) ; 
No. 2651, Spain (Barcelona and District) ; No, 2652, China (Chefoo) 


SoutH Arrica.—I. Further papers relating to negotiations between Com- 
mandant Louis Botha and Lord Kitchener (in continuation of [Cd. 528), 
March, 1901, and [Cd. 546], April, 1901). II, Despatch by General Lord 
Kitchener, dated Sth May, 1901, relative to military operations in South 
Africa (in continuation of [Cd. 522}) - “a ar 


TRADE.—Annual statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions, for 1900; Volume IL. 


IrntsH LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENTS).—Return for the month of 
November, 1900 i = yee bes : 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894. races ek of attentions as regards Ireland, 
for the year 1900 : - es $i fe 


Mines (EXPLOSION AT BLAENDARE SLOPE COoLLiery, Pon TYPOOL).—Report 
.-:to the Secretary of State for the Home Department, by S. T. Evans, 
Esquire, K.C., M.P., and Joseph Martin, Esquire, His Majesty’s Inspector 

of Mines, on the circumstances attending an explosion of firedamps which 
occurred on the 28th February, 1901, at the Blaendare Slope Colliery, 
Pontypool sini ns 


Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FuND.—Account of the receipt and expenditure under 
the Seamen’s Fund W ew Act, from 1st January to 31st December, 
1900 : ; : oe ia aoe a3 


DISEASES oF ANIMALS Act, 1894.—Order, dated 25th June, 1901, revoking 
order of 8th January, 1901, prohibiting the conveyance of animals, ete., 
to or from any port in Great Britain by the —- “ —— s Lynn,” 
« Burton,” and Peterborough ” a ei aa 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 





Tue TriaL OF Eart RussELL. —Question, Viscount meals ; Answer, The 
Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) Pe ; " “4 


VOL. XCVI. _—‘[FourTH SERIEs.] f 
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Private Legislation Procedure (Ireland) Bill [1.L.].—(Srconp Reaprnc.) 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading read. 

The Earl of Mayo 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2*.”—(The Earl of Mayo.) 
The Earl of Denbigh 
The Earl of Northbrook: ~ 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 
The Lord C Yhancellor of Treland ini —, 
Lord Tweedmouth: . 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Comnittes of the Whole House. 





INDIAN OFFICIALS—LEAVE OUT OF INDIA. 

Lord Harris . 

The Under See retary of State for India (The Earl o of Hardwicke *) 
NAVY—SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME. 

Earl Spencer cee 

The Earl of Clana pilliam coe 

Lord Brassey a os sue sive eee eee 

The First Lord of fh Admiralty (The Earl of Selborne)... 

Viscount Goschen ... sat — _ a sete 
TREASURY FINANCIAL CASES—LIMITATION OF APPEALS. 

Lord Stanley of Alderley 

The Earl of Halsbury 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Eight of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: FRIDAY, 5TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Great Southern and Western Railway Bill. 


Mr. Murphy (Kerry, i. a 
Mr. O’Shaughness: y (Limerick =p ) 


Instructions not moved. 


Private Bitts [Lorpsi (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the fcllowing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Cardiff 
Railway Bill |Lords]; Dover Gas Bill [Lords] ; Lowestoft Corporation 
Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time ; 


PROVISIONAL OrDER BILLs [Lorps} (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been com- 
plied with, viz.:—Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation 
(London) Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 

upon Monday next os we ie ne wr wa a 
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Cowes Ferry Bill [Lords].—King’s Consent signified; Bill read the third 
time, and passed, with Amendments . ™ ‘ , 


King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
—As amended, considered ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the 
third time ioe 


London United Tramways Bill.—Ordered, That Standing Order 243 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third time.—( Mr. Caldwell.) 
King’s Consent signified ; Bill read the third time, and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order apna 1) — —-Lords’ Amendments 


considered, and agreed to 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill {Lords]—Reported, 
without amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
without amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bil! to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords].—Reported, without 
amendment | Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie — the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next ... R 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Waterford 
Extension) Bill. a with an Amendment ; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed .. one _ as Ber ote Ne 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill ; Wigan Corporation Tram- 
ways, ete. Bill {Lords|].—Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ses — xs 


Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill [Lords].—Reported, without amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be read 
the third time ... - ; ee - 


London, Brighton and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Derby Corporation Bill. oo a with Amendments ; mae to lie _ 
the Table, and to be printed .. cr. ss 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill.—Copy ordered “ of Memo- 
randum stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional 
Orders included in the Tramw ins Orders Confirmation — “ Bill. said Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


PRIVATE Brits (Group N).—Ordered, That Edward Overend Simpson do 
attend the Committee on Group N of Private Bills upon — next, at 
half-past Ten of the clock ab : am et na 

MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDs :— 


That they have agreed to Dorking Gas Bill; Notting Hill Electric Light- 
ing Bill, without Amendments. 


That they have agreed to Mansfield Corporation Bill, with Amendments. 
J3 
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That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, 
relating to Glasgow Corporation Police.” Glasgow Corporation 
(Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] ... 


Glasgow eention (Police) Provisional Order Confirmation Bill 
Lords|.—Under the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899 ; 
read the first time, and ordered to be read a second time upon Monday, 
15th July, and to be printed. [Bill 254.] ... 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL Rates Act, 1896.—Petition from Bramley, against  re- 
enactment ; to lie upon the Table se : ee ‘2 


AGRICULTURAL Rates CONGESTED DisTRICTS AND BurGH LAND Tax Re- 
LIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896.—Petition from Renfrewshire, in favour of 
re-enactment ; to lie upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpvucaTioN (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScHOooLs).—Petition from Birmingham, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table ‘i pes 


Factory AND WorksHOP AcCTs AMENDMENT BILL,—-Petition from Halifax, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ws 


Factory AND WorksHoP AcCTs CONSOLIDATION BILL.—Petition from Halifax, 
for alteration ; to lie upon the Table ae 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from New Wortley; Ashcott ; Birmingham; Cardiff; and Dewsbury ; 
to lie upon the Table ... i 


SoVEREIGN’S OATH ON AccEsSION Bitt.—Petition from London, against ; to 
lie upon the Table... ms Pe 3 os a as 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE (FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND BritisH PossEssions).—Copy presented, 
of Annual Statement of the Trade of the United Kingdom with Foreign 
Countries and British Possessions for 1900. Volume II. [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ae Pa "A Os 


MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FuND.—Account presented, of the Receipt and Expen- 
diture under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up Act from Ist January to 
31st December, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table and to be printed. 
[No. 253.] aos 4 vT ae vs me ae es 


Mines (EXPLOSION AT BLAENDARE SLOPE COLLIERY, PONTYPOOL).—Copy 
presented, of Report to the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment by 8. T. Evans, esquire, K.C., M.P., and Joseph F. Martin, 
esquire, His Majesty’s Inspector of Mines, on the circumstances attend- 
ing an Explosion of Firedamp which occurred on the Blaendare Slope 
Colliery, Pontypool, on the 28th February, 1901 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table ay Wwe ses a as av af. = 


DisEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894 AND 1896.—Copy presented, of an Order, 
dated the 25th day of June, 1901, revoking Order of the 8th day of 
January, 1901, prohibiting the conveyance of animals, ete., to or 
from any port in Great Britain by the steamships “ King’s Lynn,” 
“Burton” and “Peterborough” [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 
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SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CONTRACT (ASCENSION AND SIERRA LEONE).— 
Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 4th July ; Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain| ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 254. | 


SourH AFRIcA.—Copy presented, of further Papers relating to Negotiations 
between Commandant Louis Botha and Lord Kitchener [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ive 3 


SouTtH ArFricA (DESPATCHES).—Copy presented, of Despatch by General 
Lord Kitchener, dated 8th May, 1901, relative to Military operations in 
South Africa [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table m ath —F 


IRISH LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL RENtS).—Copy presented, of Return of 
Judicial Rents fixed during the month of November, 1900 [by aes 
to lie upon the Table ... - 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL its Sense ssn of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2650 to 2652 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... “ne 


New Writ.—For the County of Berks (Eastern or Wokingham Division), 
in the room of Commander Oliver Young (Manor of Northstead).—(Sir 
William Walrond.) a 


QUESTIONS. 


SouTH AFRICAN WAR—BoeER PRISONERS—MADAME CHRISTIAN DE WET.— 
Questions, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.), Major Rasch (Essex, Chelms- 
ford), and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answers, The Financial 


Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire) 

BELTURBET GARRISON.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern (Cavan, W.); Answer, Lord 
Stanley uy bs — es er - 

AMMUNITION FOR VOLUNTEER PRACTICE.—Question, Mr. Gretton (Derby- 
shire, 8.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley fis 


SUBMARINE Boats—THE “GusTAVE ZEDE.”—Question, Major Rasch ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arncld-Forster, Belfast, W.) 


Pay oF UNSKILLED LABouRERS AT HAULBOWLINE.—Question, Captain 
Donelan (Cork, E.); Answer, The Civil Lord of the Admiralty ne 
Pretyman, Suffolk, W oodbridge) 


InpIAN LAND REVENUE ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. H. J. Wilson 
(Yorkshire, W.R., Holmfirth) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India 
(Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) =i ue ee a 

InpIAN Pupitic Depr AND Minirary BupGret.—Questions, Mr. William 
Redmond (Clare, nie and Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, Lord G. 
Hamilton se 


CHINA AND THE Opium Duty.—Question, Mr. H. J. Wilson ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount Cranborne, 
Rochester) Je as : 

Parent Laws IN BritisH CoLontes.—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade Te Gerald Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) 


CoMMERCIAL CODE OF SIGNALS. — Question, Mr. - eyes (Limevek Answer, 
Mr. Gerald Balfour “ ‘ : a om 
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METROPOLITAN BorouGH CoUNCILS—ACQUISITION OF LAND.—Question, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.) ; Answer, The President 
of the Local Government Board (Mr. Walter Long, Bristol, 8.) 


CONTENTS. 


Royal CoMMISSION ON SEWERAGE DisposaL.—Question, Lt.-Col. Pilkington 
(Lancashire, Newton) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 


Mopet Bye-Laws ror Rurat BuiLpINGs.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse 
(Somersetshire, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Walter Long 





Motor Car REGUL! Question, Mr. Muntz (Warwickshire, Tamworth) ; 
Answer, Mr. Walter Long - ie es a fs 
Bo_ton PosTMEN’s GRIEVANCES.—Question, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 


W.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain, Worcestershire, E.) 5 ; 


Hicguer EpvucatTion 1X BurNiLey.—Question, Mr. Mitchell (Burnley) ; 
Answer, The Vice-President of the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) 


SEeconpARY Epucation—-Cuiass VII. oF THE DirRECTORY.—Question, Mr. 
Henry Hobhouse ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 

New Epvucation BiLL—Scuoois AFFECTED.—Question, Mr. Henry Hobhouse ; 
Answer, Sir J. Gorst ... 

RicuMonpd Park.—Question, General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; 
Answer, The First Commissioner:of Works (Mr Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) ie 

IRELAND—Cost or PAUPER MAINTENANCE.—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 
S.); Answer, The Chief Secretary fo: Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) . 


Ir1isH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS—GUINAN CHILDREN.—Question, Mr. Haviland- 
Burke (King’s County, Tullamore); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Dromore SANITATION.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan (Tyrone, Mid) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham be a ss re 


Macroom Town HaAtu.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, Mid) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; es ie as 


Extra PoLice In Loncrorp County.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Long- 
ford, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... pes Sas iy JM ms 


IrtsH AGRICULTURAL GRANT.—QQuestion, Captain Donelan; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham Gis ss ee gst — Bes = 


Fenit Prer Loax.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell (Kerry, W.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham pas sn he + ” 


DoneGAL County CourtT.—Question, Mr. Boyle ial W.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ae é ie oe a 


PortNoo BoatsLip.—Question, Mr. Boyle; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


Labourers’ CoTTAGES NEAR Cork.—Question, Mr. Sheehan; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 


Irn1sH LocaL GOVERNMENT ELECTION een, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Petricgo Loan Funp Socrery.—Question, Mr. M‘Fadden Donegal by) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham te ‘ns iin 
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Cork County CouNCIL AND THE TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION GRANT.—Ques- 
tion, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien (Cork); Answer, Mr. Wyndham vs 


RATHMINES REGISTERS, acai Mr. oe sage County, S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham i set P te ths ay ha 


CASTLEBAR COOKERY AND LAUNDRY CLASSES.—Questions, Dr. Ambrose 
(Mayo, W.) and Mr. Thomas O’Donnell ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


BAKER EstTaTEs.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham es oar ae ‘“ 


RoyaL IrRisH CONSTABULARY—DISTRIBUTION OF FORCE. 
M‘Govern ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PAUPER SETTLEMENTS.—Questions, Mr. Haviland-Burke and Mr. William 
tedmond ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. 





LONGFORD REGISTRY OF TITLES.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Longford, N.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.) ; Z ; 
TRIAL OF Mr. Watsu, J.P.—Questions, Mr. Flynn (Cork ~ and Captain 
Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson i ad : zat fe 


OMAGH Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Murnaghan; Answer, Mr. Austen 
Chamberlain hee ee say vas vs 


Irish CHourcH FuND.—Questions, Mr. ‘Thomas O’Donnell and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 





EVENING ScHOOLS—NEWw 1} THE New Epvucation BILt.—Questions, 
Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, Peckham), Mr. Whitley (Halifax), Mr. Gray 
(West Ham, N.), and Mr. Lough (Islington, W.); Answers, Sir J. Gorst 
and The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... 


Convocations of the Clergy Bill [{Lords].—Read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Tuesday next, and to be printed. [Bill 253.] .. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES).—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members 
from the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal 

. Clancy and Mr. Jordan ; and had appointed in substitu- 

tion: Mr. Nannetti and Mr. Murnaghan. Report to lie upon the Table 





MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to amend the Law 
with respect to the jurisdiction of the Justices within the Metro- 
politan Police District.” Justices’ Jurisdiction (London) Bill [Lords] 


SUPPLY [14TH ALLoTTED Day].—Considered in Committee. 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Penrith) in the Chair.] 


Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 
Vote 8, Section 2 :— 


The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, Belfast, W.) 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£5,306,500, be granted to His Majesty, todefray the Expense of the 
Matériel for Shipbuilding, Repairs, Maintenance, etc., including the 
cost of Establishments of Dockyards and Naval Yards at Home and 
Abroad, which will come in course of payment during the year end- 
ing on the 31st day of March, 1902.” 










































Discussion :— 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 
Mr. Macartney (Antrim, 8.) er 
Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) .. 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, ” Forest of Dean) 
Sir Fortescue Flunnery (Yorkshire, Wiiaitoe 
Sir Edward Reed (Cardiff) 
Mr. James O'Kelly (Roscommon, N) 
Mr. Majendie (Portsmouth) ie 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present— 

Mr. Majendie : a 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... 

Mr. Crean (Cork, SE.) ... ee 

Mr. Gilbert Parker (Gravesend) ... 

Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 

Mr. Arnold-Forster ‘ 

Mr. po Walton (¥ ‘orkshire, WR. a Barnsley)... 

Mr. Wolff (Belfast, BE.) ... ne 

Mr. je (Islington, W.) 

Mr. Penn (Lewisham) 

Mr. Nannetti (Dublin, College Green) 

Sir John Colomb (Great ero: 

Mr. Arnold-Forster - a! 

Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed—- 

“That a reduced sum of £4,306500 be granted for the said 
Service.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 

Whereupon Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put ;” but the Chairman withheld his 
assent, and declined then to put that Question. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :—Ayes, 52 ; Noes, 203. (Division List No. 316.) 

Original Question again proposed— 

Mr. A. J. Balfour rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the 
Question be now put ;” but the Chairman withheld his assent, and 
declined then to put that Question. 

Question put. 

The Committee divided :-—Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 52. (Division List No. 317.) 

It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report 
to the House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next; Committee to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS: MONDAY, 8TH JULY, 1901. 
TooK THE OATH.—The Earl of Chichester took the Oath 


Ixxxix 





Page 


. 1097 


Tue EArt oF MUNSTER.—Sat first in Parliament after the death of his father 1097 


TRIAL OF Earn RusseLtyt.—The King’s Answer to the Address of Monday 
last reported by the Lord Steward (EL. Pembroke and Montgomery) as follows, 
viz.: I have received your Address praying that I will give orders for the 
fitting-up of the Royal Gallery for the trial of John Francis Stanley 
Earl Russell, indicted for felony, and that I will appoint a Lord High 
Steward to continue during the said trial. I will give directions 
accordingly. 

Ordered that the Clerk of the Parliaments be authorised to summon such 
witnesses to attend at the said trial as may be desired by the Crown 
and the said Earl Russell oe a ve 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lord Chancellor acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 

had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that the 

further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with :—London United Tramways, Biggleswade Water Board. 

Also the Certificates that no Standing Orders are applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills:—Naval Works (Provisional Order), Local Government 
Provisional Order (Port). 

And also the Certificates that the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have been complied with :—Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 4). 

The same were ordered to lie on the Table ... 


London County Council (Tramways and Street seated Bill. — 
A witnes ss ordered to attend the Select Committee ; 


London, Tilbury, and Southend sce ll Bill.—A witness ordered to 
attend the Select Committee .. : 


Eccles Corporation ee with Amendments 


Yorkshire Electric Power Bill. “ene from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments : ae ss da 


Shipley Improvement Bill.—Committed 


Stratford-upon-Avon, Towcester, and Midland Junction, East and 
West Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, and Stratford-upon- 
Avon Junction Railway Companies Bill—Committed. The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection rae - 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill.—Moved, That the Order made on 
the 21st day of March last, “That no Private Bill brought from the House 
of Commons shall be read a second time after Thursday, the 27th day of 
June next,” be dispensed with, and that the Bill be now read 24; agreed 
to; and Bill read 2¢ accordingly 


Winsford Urban District (Gas Transfer, etc.) Bill; London County 
Council (Money) Bill.—Read 34, and passed a5 a Pe 


Bexley Tramways Bill.—Read 34, with the aint and _ and 
returned to the Commons sax ji : 
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London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Bill.—Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration 
of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. The Orders made on the 20th and 25th of 
June last discharged ; and Bill committed for to-morrow ... 


City and Brixton Railway Bill [1.1.].—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee ‘had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
no parties having shaping in opposition thereto ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table see : a is 


Great Western Railway Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition ‘thereto ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table: The orders made on Monday and Thursday last dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed for To-morrow 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill; Clyde Valley Electrical 
Power Bill ; Glasgow and South-Western Railw ay Bill ; West Cumberland 
Electric Tramways Bill; Southampton and Winchester Great Western 
Junction Railway Bill.—Report from the Committee of Selection, That the 
Earl Beauchamp be proposed to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place of the Earl of Stradbroke ; read, 
and agreed to ... 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Waterford 
Extension) Bill.—-Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; and referred 
to the Examiners oe she ‘ “ ae oa 


Cowes Ferry Bill [1.1. ava from the Commons agreed to, with 
Amendments ... : eth a ses fae sais _ 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill.—Returned from the 


Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Metropolitan Police Provisional Order Bill.—House in Committee, 
(according to Order). Bill reported without amendment. Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [H.L.].—Read 34 (according 
to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons wat sie : 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [H.L.]; Tramways Orders 
Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.}|.—Amendments ere sail to 
Order) and Bills to be read 3% to-morrow , 


Military Lands Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—House in Com- 
mittee (according to Order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to " read 3¢ to-morrow 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

Arrica, No. 5 (1901).—Correspondence respecting the rising of the Mullah 
Muhammed Abdullah in Somaliland, and consequent military operations, 
1699-1901 one ‘ 

British SoutH ArricA Company.—Financial Statement for 1899, and 
estimates for 1901 and 1902... on ae = is des eee 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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LOCOMOTIVES ON HicHways (SCOTLAND).—-The Light Locomotives on High- 
ways (Scotland) Regulations, 1896, dated 3rd December, 1896 


SuPREME Court oF JUDICATURE.—Rules of the Supreme Court (July) 1901... 


SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868.—Orders for fishery grants, 1900-1901 ; Report of 
the Board of Trade, under Part III. of the Act We a ns 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894.—Order in Council of 15th June, 1901, fixing 
the rate of salary to be paid to the superintendent in the establishment of 
the Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses 


EXTRADITION Acts, 1870 to 1895.—Order in Council of 26th June, 1901, 
giving effect to a Supplementary Convention concluded, on 13th December, 
1900, between Great Britain and the United States of America, for the 
mutual extradition of fugitive criminals 


SUPERANNUATION.—Treasury Minute, dated 4th July, 1901, declaring that 
William Tibbitts, labourer, Royal Gun Factory, War Ottice, was appointed 
without a civil service certificate through inadvertence on the part of the 
head of his department 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 

EpucaTION.—Petition in favour of legislation to legalise expenditure on evening 
continuation schools carried on under the terms of the Evening Schools 
Code, 1900 ; of the Birmingham School Board ; read, and erdered to lie on 
the Table 


House oF Lorps OrFices.—Select Committee to meet on Thursday next at 
Three o'clock ; leave given to the Committee to report from time to time 


Military Instruction (Schools and Cadets Bill) [H.L.|.—House in Com- 
mittee according to Order. 
Moved, “ That the Preamble be postponed.” 


The Under Secretary of State for War (Lord —— 
Viscount Frankfort de Montmorency ; 


On Question, That the Preamble be postponed, resolved in the negative. 
Question put, “That this be the Preambie of the Bill,” resolved in the 
negative. 


The Chairman of Committees reported to the House that the Preamble of 
the Bill had not been passed. 


THE KiING’s DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUBSTANTIATION.—Order of the Day 
for the consideration of the Report from the Select Committee read. 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Hulsbury) 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury a 


Moved, ‘“‘ That the said Report be referred back to the same Select Com- 
mittee for further consideration, the Committee being enlarged by 
the appointment of additional members.”—(Zhe Lord Archbishop of 

Canterbury.) 
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Jul 
July 8.) Pace “ 
Discussion :— 
Earl Spencer ‘ --- 1106 
The Prime Minister and Lord Pry Seal (the Marquess of Salisbury) e-» 1107 
Earl Grey .. _ ve. 1408 
The Earl of Halsbury ae sae ne sin a oe 6p 
Viscount Llandaff .. bee ise _ an sas ie .. 1118 
Lord Braye , ee te Sus Pus eS soa Sel 
Lord Arundel of Wardour be fais bios is wie .-. 1122 Gr 
Earl Spencer ” ; nei re a be hah ... 1122 
The Earl of Rosebery oe a. na re be aa soe, RAE 
The Earl of Portsmouth an ie ie _ pos SO Fa 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury is bite we “ ... 1126 
The Marquess of Salisbury + ee ea ses Sas ows LTDG Ai 
Viscount Halifax a — = ve oe ee sae, Rae . 
The Lord Bishop of Ely ... Te _ bas = <, 2130 
The Lord Archbishop of Canterbury ‘a5 me ie lig ss BEA So 
On Question, ‘That the Report be referred back to the Committee for 
further consideration, and that the Committee be enlarged by the 
appointment of additional members,” resolved in the negative. Co 
The Lord Bishop of Salisbury... hs wn = is ... 1132 
The Earl of Halsbury ire Lvs ioe gee se ao ss 2183 
Houses OF THE LABoURING CLAssEs.—Commons’ Message of the 13th of Ri 


June last considered (according to Order), moved that this House do concur 
in the following resolution communicated by the Commons, namely, 
“ That it is expedient that a Joint Committee of Lords and Commons be 
appointed to consider the Standing Orders relating to houses occupied by Di 
persons of the labouring class and the clauses usually inserted in Private 
and Local Bills and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills in pursuance 
thereof ; and to report whether any Amendments should be made in such 
Standing Orders and clauses, and especially whether any and what provi- 
sion should be made for better securing the rehousing of all persons of 
the labouring class who may be displaced in connection with the under- 
takings to which the Bills relate, whether displaced under the powers 
given by the Bills, or otherwise.”—(The Lord Belper.) 


Agreed to; anda Message ordered to be sent to the Commons to 
acquaint them therewith _... yi ae aie si (ia »-- 1133 


House adjourned at five minutes past Seven of the clock. EI 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: MONDAY, 81H JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private BiLts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from E 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and G 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, namely :—Hendon 
Tramways Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time ... 1134 


PROVISIONAL OrpDER Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE P: 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH).—-Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
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Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, namely :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill [Lords]; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill 
|Lords] ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill pant Elec- 
tric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords]; Water Orders 
Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bill {Lords}. Seaeeds That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow 


Great Eastern Railway Bill; Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill; Tees 
Valley Water Board Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Faversham Water — ‘pias —Read the third time, and veins with 
Amendments ... 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill [Lords].—As amended, considered ; 
an Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time ca Ss 


South Western and Isle of Wight Junction sides _ aisles —! 


amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway Bill Cora Doncaster Tithe 
Trust Bill [Lords] ; Easton and Church Hope Railway Bill [Lords] ; Fresh- 
water, Yarmouth, and New port Railway Bill [Lords]; Leeds Churches 
Bill [Lords]. —Read a second time, and committed 


Rugby Water and Improvement Bill [Lords]; Salford iinet Bill 
[Lords] ; Stockport Corporation Water Bill [Lords] ; Weston- — Mare 
Gas Bill [Lords].—Read a second time, and committed : 


Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New Ross and Waterford 
Extension) Bill.—Ordered, That, in the case of the Dublin, Wicklow, 
and Wexford (New Ross and Waterford Extension) Bill, Standing Orders 
84, 214, 215, and 239 be suspended, and that the Bill be now taken into 
consideration provided amended prints shall have been previously de- 
posited.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly considered, as amended. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time.—(Mr, Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill [Lords] : Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [Lords]; Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation Bill iene —Read the third ere and _— without 
amendment ; ‘ 


Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [L ords] 
wir oR THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SC ea ACT, 1899].— 
ead a second time ; to be considered to-morrow ... dg bis 


Education Board Provisional Order Confirmation h ceeaed _ 
[Lords].—Read a second time, and committed 


Gas Orders Confirmation Bill [Lords].—Reported, without amendment 
[Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie —_ the Table. Bill to be 
read the third time to-morrow “a 00 ~ m~ ‘ 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords].—Reported, 
with Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon 
the Table. Bill, as amended, to be considered to-morrew 
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Wisbech Water Bill [Lords].—Reported with Amendments; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed , : bas “ 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords].— 
Sir Lewis M‘Iver reported from the Committee on the Manchester and 
Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill [Lords], That, for the convenience 
of Members, the Committee had adjourned until W: ednesday, at Eleven of 
the clock. Report to lie upon the Table : ie 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to Burgess Hill Water 
Bill, without amendment. That they have — to Stroud Gas Bill, 
with Amendments : 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED Districts AND BurGH LAND Tax 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) Act, 1896.—Petitions in favour of re-enactment, 
from Cumbernauld ; and Caithness ; to lie upon the Table 


EpvucCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BiLL.—Petition from Llandrillo, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ine 4 ; 


EpucaTIon (No, 2) BiLi.—Petition from Corwen, against ; to lie upon the 
Table PX hs et 
ELEMENTARY EpUCATION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 


ScHOOLs).—Petition from Llanelly, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon the 
Table ” 

SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors TO CHIL etitions in favour, 
from East Ham (five) ; Bradford ; Horsham ; Paddington ; Hatfield ; and 
Broad Oak ; to lie upon the Table - a wth +) 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (NO. 2) Brtt.—Returned presented, 
relative thereto [ordered 5th July; Mr. Gerald Balfour}; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 255.] Ske ie sing 


SEA FIsHERIES Act, 1868.—Copy presented, of Report of the Board of Trade 
under Part III. of the Act. Orders for Fishery Grants, 1900-1901 [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 256. ] 


TECHNICAL EDUCATION (APPLICATION OF FUNDS BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 
—Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 21st May, 1900; Sir John 
Gorst|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 257.] 


MERCHANT SHIPPING AcT, 1894.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
15th June, 1901, fixing the rate of salary to be paid to the superintendent 
in the establishment of the Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... his 


EXTRADITION AcTs, 1870 To 1895.—Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th June, 1901, giving effect to a Supplementary Convention concluded 
on 13th December, 1900, between Great Britain and the United States of 
America for the mutual extradition of fugitive criminals [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table ™ si 


British SoutH AFrricaA Company.—Copy presented, of Financial Statement 
for 1899 and Estimates for 1901-2 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 
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SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884.—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
4th July, 1901, declaring that William Tibbitts, labourer, Royal Gun 
Factory, War Office Department, was appointed without a Civil Service 
Certificate through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Depart- 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ye i ‘ 


Loc .MOTIVES ON HIGHWAys (SCOTLAND).—-Copy presented, of the Light 
Locomotives on Highways (Scotland) Regulations, 1896, dated 3rd 
December, 1896 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table “ 


Arrica (No. 5) 1901.—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting the 
rising of the Mullah Muhammed Abdullah, in Somaliland, and consequent 
military operations, 1899-1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE Hovse.-—Supreme 
Court (Rules).—-C Py of Rules of the Viieamnees Court, dated 4th July, 1901 
[by Act] sa ; ‘ a 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATING) Act, 1899 (AMoUNTS PAID TO ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE CoUNTIES AND BorouGus).—Order [2nd July] for Return relative 
thereto read, and discharged ; and instead thereof :—Tithe Rent-Charge 
(Rating) Act, 1899 (Amounts paid to Administrative Counties and 
Boroughs).—Return ordered, “showing the amounts paid in respect of 
each Administrative County or County Borough during the period 
between the 15th day of September, 1899, and the 3lst day of March, 
1901, in respect of the payment of half the rates on the Tithe Rent- 
charge under the Tithe Rent-charge (Rating) Act, 1899.”—(Mr. Alfred 
Hutton.) ny sas Lg 20% ah sts x a 

QUESTIONS. 

SouTH AFRICAN WAr—Mr. KruGer’s TREASURE.—Questions, Mr. Alfred 
Davies (Carmarthen Boroughs) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


British SoutH AFrricA CompANy’s ACCOUNTS.—Questions, Mr. Alfred 
Davies and Mr. Swift MacNeill ce S. +) Answers, Mr. J. Chamber- 
lain ig aa oy a 


Borer LossEs.—Question, Sir Ragar Vincent nats ; Answer, The Financial 
Secretary to the War Office (Lord Stanley, Lancashire, Westhoughton) ... 


VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT—FALSE NEWS FROM THE FRONT.—Questions, 
Mr. Arthur Lee (Hampshire, Fareham), Mr. T. M. Healy ‘aces N.), and 
Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Lord Stanley , re 


CoURTS-MARTIAL.—()uestions, Dr. Farquharson ( nn W ) and Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Lord Stanley : - Ns ‘“ 


PEACE NEGOTIATIONS WITH GENERAL BoTHa.-—Question, Mr. theta 
(Carnarvon Boroughs) ; Answer, Lord Stanley a sis “ 

SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—Mr. RHODES AND THE MILITARY AUTHORITIES.— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Lord Stanley 

BritisH Forces iN SouTH AFRICA. ee Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Lord Stanley as ons ns EM we fs : 


HospITaL-SHip “ MAINE”—PRESENTATION TO THE NATION.—Question, Mr. 
Charles Wilson (Hull, W.) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, BE) “ ‘ is 


ARMY REMOUNTS—GLASGOW CORPORATION iain scibiadlli Mr. Hunter 
Craig (Lanarkshire, Govan) ; Answer, Lord Stanley “ “i 
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FataL GuN EXPLosION AT FRESHWATER. ia eae Mr. Brassey wn 
shire, Realiaer) Answer, Lord Stanley... ‘ sr . 1144 


DUNDALK BARRACKS.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Lord Stanley ... 1145 


INDIAN FINANCIAL STATEMENT.—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) ; Answer, The a of State for India sig G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing)... a : : . i= con DAD 


Honpuras—Case or Mr. McGuinne.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, S.) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Viscount 
Cranborne, Rochester) sh ve we Ses - dats .-. 1146 


NEWFOUNDLAND SHORE QUESTION.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Viscount Cranborne ... is _ a sins ie Kite vos ROD 
REPORT OF THE CHIEF INSPECTOR OF FACTORIES.—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley)... 1147 


Factory INSPECTORS AND THE INDUSTRIAL LAW CoMMITTEE.—Question, 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, $.W.); Answer, the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) _... me “a ..- 1148 


Lascars on P. AnD O. Boats.—Question, Mr. William Redmond; Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) 1149 


MERCHANT SHIPPING PASSENGER REGULATIONS. —" Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... is sis Se ase 2149 


LOANS UNDER THE LIGHT Raitways Act.—Question, Mr. O’Mara (Kilkenny, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour... ‘os — ies re ... 1149 


SLEAT AND MALLAIG MAILS.—-Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness-shire) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain, Worcestershire, E.) ... ue “at one he pi sea LOO 


EpIpeMIcs IN Board ScHOOLS.—Questions, Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, W.) and 

Mr. Brigg (Yorkshire, W.R., Keighley); Answers, The Vice-President of 

the Board of Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) —... ...» 1150 
New Epvucation Minvute.—Questions, Mr. Ghanning (Northamptonshire, E.), 

Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N.), Mr. Yoxall, and Mr. Whitley (Halifax); 

Answers, Sir J. Gorst a a = see a “ -- 1151 
House oF Commons ACCOMMODATION.—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, 

W.); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, 

Kent, St. Augustine’ s) ves 9 is ee i san .. 1155 


ITRELAND—INTIMIDATION AT BALLYMOTE, Co. SLIGO.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) w+ 1155 
FitzMauricE Estat, LiMerick.—Question, Mr. Lundon (Limerick, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham mn — he ie vin sbi ..» 1155 
Cost oF CONVEYING IRIsH PRrisoNERS.—Questions, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork 
County, W.) and Mr. Flynn (Cork, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham nes MOD 
Barrow DratNaGE—Question, Mr. Delany (Queen’s County, Ossory) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham we “— di cme én si <= TES 


IrisH LanpD—Fair RENTS.—Question, Mr. Cullinan (Tipperary, S.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ae a one ‘ = ins as 1067 
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R.I.C.—PRESSURE ON MEMBERS OF PARLIAMEMT.—Questions, Mr. Reddy 
(King’s County, Birr), Mr. Dillon, Mr. John Redmond ‘ema seia and 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ; Answ ers, Mr. Wyndham 


Irish LAND QvuEsTION--MouNT-MELLICK RESOLUTION.—Question, Mr. 
Delany ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham “ss nas a io en 


DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON BUTTER STANDARDS—IRISH REPRESEN- 
TATION.—Questions, Mr. O’Shaughnessy (Limerick, W.), Mr. Joyce 
(Limerick), and Mr. John Redmond ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... - 


BuTTER ADULTERATION.—Question, Dr. en (M Monaghan, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham oe os : i sas sah 


IrisH BoarD or EpUCATION.—Question, Mr. Thomas O’Donnell att W 3 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ~ me 


FoRESTRY IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. Sheehan (Cork County, sends 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ons es 


SHERIFF OF Kerry AND LAND DEcREES.—Question, Mr. _— (Kerry, 
E.) ; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) oi me wr 


CasE OF Mr. WALSH, J.P.—Questions, Mr. Flynn and Captain Donelan 
(Cork, E.); Answers, Mr. Atkinson si 4 was af 


LoANS TO FISHERMEN.—Question, Mr. Sheehan ; Answer, Mr. Austen Cham- 
berlain Ser Be 


DUBLIN SORTING CLERKS AND LATE ATTENDANCES.—Question, Mr, Nannetti 
(Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, Mr. Austen Chamberlain 


BUSINESS OF THE House.—Questions, Mr. John Redmond, Mr. Strachey 
(Somersetshire, E.), and Sir H. seasiotieiial -Bannerman (Stirling i naatit 
Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES) :— 

Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following member from the Standing Committee on Law, 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure : ‘Mr. Lloyd Morgan ; 
and had appointed in substitution, Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


Mr. Halsey further reported from the Committee of Selection, That they 
had discharged the following members from the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure: Sir Benjamin 
Stone and Mr. Ure; and had appointed in substitution, Mr. Richards 
and Mr. Craig. 


Mr. HALsry further reported from the Committee of Selection, That they 
had discharged the following Member from the Standing Committee 
on Law, and Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure: Sir Charles 
Dilke ; and had appointed in substitution, Mr. Compton Rickett. 


Reports to lie upon the Table __... a sis “ 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—Housing of the Labouring Classes.—That they 
concur with the Commons in their resolution, ‘‘ That it is expedient that 
a Select Committee of this House be appointed to join with a Committee 
of the Lords to consider the Standing Orders relating to houses occupied 
by persons of the labouring class and the Clauses usually inserted in Private 
and Local Bills and Provisional Order Confirmation Bills in pursuance 


VOL XCVI. [FourtH SERIES. ] g 


1160 


. 1161 


. 1161 


1164 


..- 1166 








xeviii TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
July 8.) 


thereof ; and to report whether any amendments should be made in such 
Standing Orders and Clauses, and especially whether any and what pro- 
vision should be made for better securing the rehousing of all persons of 
the labouring class who may be displaced in connection with the under- 
takings to which the Bills relate, whether displaced under the Powers 
given by the Bills, or otherwise,” as desired by this House in their 


Message of the 13th day of June last 
NEW BILL. 


ConGESTED Districts BoarD (IRELAND). 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland ott iy ey omega 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) : us 


Bill to amend the Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Acts, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Wyndham and Mr, Attorney General for Ireland. 


Congested Districts Board (Ireland) Bill.—‘‘To amend the Congested 
Districts Board (Ireland) Acts,” presented accordingly, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time to-morrow, and to be printed. [Bill 255.] 


Education (No. 2.) Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


The Vice-President of the Board af Education (Sir x i Gorst, Cambridge 
University) rr ; * Site aye bass ; 





Motion made, and Question pare 
“ That the Bill be now read a secsnd time.” 


Dr. Macnamara (Camberwell, N. ) 
Mr. Emmott (Oldham) ye 


Amendment proposed—- 

**To leave out from the word ‘that’ to the end of the Question, in 
order to add the words ‘no Bill which proposes to meet temporarily the 
difficulty created by the judgment given in the Court of King’s Bench in 
the case of Rex v. Cockerton can be considered satisfactory which does not 
directly empower school hoards, without the intervention of any other 
local authori:y, to continue to carry on for the time being out of the 
school fund, subject to the regulations cf the Board of Education, the 
work to the maintenance of which the school fund has been ruled not to 
be lawfully applicable.’”—(Dr. Mucnamuara.) 


Question proposed— 
_ “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Question.” 


Sir Richard Jebb (Cambr wlge eo 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.)... aft 
Mr. Cripps (Lancashire, Stretford) 

Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) 

Sir Albert [oilit (Islington, 3 

Mr. George White Wiguat NW ) 

Sir Francis Powell (Wigan) 

Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) _ .. 

Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ie 
Mr, Humphreys-Owen (Montgomeryshire... 
Major Rasch (Essex, Chelmsford) .. 

Mr. Whitley (Halifax) re 

Col. Williams (Dorsetshire, W.) ... 

Mr. Norval W. Helme (Lancashire, Lancaster) 


Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 
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Alkali, ete., Works Regulation Bill [Lords].—Order for Second Reading 


read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... sid oe a ons eee 1275 
It being Midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Public Libraries Bill [Lords].—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 13 :— 

Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ... sa ns hi sia si -- 1276 
Question, “ That Clause 13 stand part of the Bill,” put, and negatived. 
Remaining Clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) (No. 2) Bill.—Read a second time, and 
committed to the Standing Committee on Law, ete. - 1276 


TRAMWAYS (STREET AND Roap).—Return ordered, “of Street and Road 
Tramways authorised by Parliament, showing the amount of Capital 
authorised, paid up, and expended; the length of Tramways authorised 
and the length open for the public conveyance of passengers down to the 
30th day of June, 1901; the gross Receipts, working Expenditure, and 
net Receipts ; the number of Passengers conveyed and the number of 
miles run by cars during the year ended the 30th day of June, 1901; 
together with the number of Horses, Engines, and Cars at that date (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 315, of Session 1900).”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 1276 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





HOUSE OF LORDS: TUESDAY, 9TH JULY, 1901. 
Took THE OatH.—The Lord Loch took the Oath — Em ay ea EGE 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


South Metropolitan Gas Bill—A petition of the Council of the Metro- 
politan Borough of St. Marylebone, praying for leave to present a petition 
of the Council of the Metropolitan Borough of St. Marylebone, praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bill, although the time limited by Stand- 
ing Order No. 93 for presenting such petition has expired ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 93 to be considered 
on Thursday next, in order to its being — with in respect of the 
said petition ... ans sind soa vi oa sis wie ares | 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill.—Committed ; the Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection... a an was SERS 
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Caledonian Railway Bill.—-Reported with Amendments] 


Derbyshire and Nottinghamshire Electric Power Bill ; City and Brixton 
Railway Bill [H.L.].—Reported with Amendments.. as ; 


Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation Bill.—The King’s consent Nasi and 
Bill reported with Amendments 


Great Western Railway Bill —The destin consent anes and Bill 
reported with Amendments ... ~_ 


Cowes Ferry Bill [#.L.].—Commons’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Pembroke Urban nen amas snail ad sonatas com —Read 34, 


and passed 


Cleveland and Durham County Electric Power Bill; Great Central 
Railway Bill; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill ; 
Dublin Corporation (Markets, etc.) Bill; Bury Corporation Bill.—Read 
3¢, with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Derby Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and 
referred to the Examiners as it - ess ve ; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No 6) Bill [H.L.]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [H.L.]; Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation Bill [H.L. ].—Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Faversham Water Bill [.L. sangavn from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments : a bss ; bi 


Great Eastern Railway Bill; Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill ; Tees 
Valley Water Board Bill.—Returned from the Commons with the Amend- 
ments agreed to 


Blackpool +. glumes Bill. Tease from the Select Committee with 
Amendments = bee i oR ; : 


Kirkcaldy and Dysart Water Order Confirmation Bill [1.1.].—A Bill 
to confirm a Provisional Order under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Kirkcaldy and Dysart Water, was pre- 
sented by the Lord Balfour ; read 14; to be printed ; and (pursuant to 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899, Section 7) deemed 
to have been read 2%, and reported from the Committee. [No. 155.] 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill—Moved, That 
the Order made on the 21st March last, ‘“‘ That no Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second 
time after the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed with, and the Bill be 
now read 2%; agreed to; Bill read 2¢ accordingly, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Thursday next 


Local Government Provisional Order (No. 11) Bill—Moved, That the 
Order made on the 21st March last, ‘‘ That no Provisional Order Confirma- 
tion Bill brought from the House of Commons shall be read a second time 

after the 27th day of June next,” now be dispensed with, and that the 

Bill be read 2¢; agreed to; Bill read 24 accordingly, and committed ; 

the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 
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Metropolitan Police ites and Bill—Read 34 keonenting + to 
Order), and passed... a . 1279 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill [n.v.]; Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [H.L.].—Read 5@ (according to Order), 
and passed, and sent to the Commons sia . uy ar .«« 2299 


Military Lands Provisional neieage i had _ —Read 34 we 
to Order), and passed ‘ 1279 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
FISHERIES (SCOTLAND).—The Nineteenth Annual Report of the Fishery Board 


for Scotland, being for the year 1900. Part II. Salmon Fisheries ... 1279 
Factory AND WorksHop.—Annual — of the Chief Inspector of Factories 

and Workshops, for the year 1900 . : oa dnp wh sas 2 
Patriotic Funp.—Thirty-ninth Report of the —_ Commissioners... +» 1279 


TRADE Reports—ANNUAL SERIES.—No. 2653. Africa (Island of Pemba) ... 1279 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 AND 1896.—Order, dated the 4th day of 
July, 1901, entitled the Foreign Animals (Amendment) Order of 1901 


(No. 2). Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on 
the Table aa i ahs as be si on bad ... 1280 


PETITION. 


VIVISECTION.—Petition for the suppression of the practice of ; of inhabitants 
of Bristol ; read, and ordered to lieon the Table... we i 1280 


Education (Scotland) Bill—Reported from the Standing Committee with 
Amendments. The Report thereof to be received on Thursday next ; 
and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 154.) ... ae its ... 1280 


Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension Bill [H.L.].—Order for Committee 
read. 


Moved, That the House go into Committee on the said Bill.—(Zhe Farl of 
Camperdown. ) 


The Secretary to the Board of Trade (The Earl of Dudley) sh ... 1280 
The Earl of Camperdown ... ve oi ... 1282 
The Secretary for Scotland — Balfour g Burleigh) ~ ‘ss ... 1283 
Lord Heneage ... oe a: ... 1284 
” The Earl of Aberdeen ae be at - Ss ss ... 1285 
Earl Spencer = aie he wie ae a ish ... 1285 
The Marquess of Huntly os ... 1286 


The Prime Minster and Lord Privy Seal ‘(The Marquess of Salisbury) ... 1286 
On Question, agreed to. 
House in Committee accordingly. 
Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


The Marquess of Huntly ... 
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Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 
Bill re-committed to the Standing Committee ; and to be printed as 

amended. (No, 156.) 
ORGANISATION OF THE YEOMANRY. 


Discussion :— 


Lord Harris eee oe eee eee ove eee eee «» 1287 
Viscount Galway .. ian aes i Se 
The Under Secretary 0 of State for War (Lord Raglan) pes sn .-. 1292 
The Earl of Wemyss ; 1295 


The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ‘(The “Marquess of Lansdowne) 1296 


THE UNITED IRISH LEAGUE—STATE OF CoUNTY SIIGO. 


Discussion :— 
Lord Clonbrock  ... iss i as — en we .-- 1298 
The Lord Chancellor for Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) we _ ... 1306 
The Earl of Mayo... - ae ws aa sic or ... 1309 
Lord Harlech wn _ ave he bps ve ine «os 2811 
MILITIA—FUTURE ESTABLISHMENT.—Question, Viscount Hardinge ; Answer, 
Lord Raglan ... sie is ve ms is bis we ... 1312 
TRIAL OF EArt RusseELLt.—Third Report from the Select Committee made, 
and to be printed, and to be considered on Friday next. (No. 157.) ... 1313 


House adjourned at Ten minutes past Seven of the clock. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS: TUESDAY, 9TH JULY, 1901. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill.—Order for consideration of 
the Bill, as amended, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Standing Orders 223 and 
243 be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the third time.”— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ... =~ or = iv ... 1313 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... on — nis or . 1314 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ine on bit a -. 1315 


Bill to be read the third time To-morrow. 


Belfast Harbour Bill [Lords]. (By Orper.)—Order for Second Reading 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ... hs vie — i -» 1315 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to 
add the words ‘upon this day three months.’”--(Mr. John Redmond.) 
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Question proposed— 
“That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 

Discussion :— 
Mr. T. M. Healy = << LOZ 
Sir James Haslett (Belfast, N) ph . 1321 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.)  . ~~: Same 
Mr. T. P. O}Connor (Liverpool, Scotland) . 1324 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) ; w» 1334 
Mr. Crean (Cork, SE.) . . 1334 
Mr. Harrington (Dublin, Harbour) .» 1335 
The Secretary to the sp suieipy iit Arnold-For. ter, Be tas W) . 1336 
Mr. Field .. Be ... 1336 
Mr. Joyce (Limer ick) ... 1338 
Mr. Haviland Burke (King’s County, Tullamore) — . 1339 

Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 228 ; Noes, 154. (Division List No. 318.) 

Main Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time. 
Mr. John Redmond . 1341 


Bill committed. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BIL1s [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, namely :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) 
Bill { Lords] ; Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow ... 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District semen —— —_ —Lords’ Amend- 


ments considered, and agreed to 


Bristol Corporation Cemetery Bill pa —Read the third — and 
passed, without amendment ... 


King’s Norton and Northfield Urban District Danian Bill [Lars 


—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Sheffield Corporation Bill [Lords} a ns. —As amended, considered ; 
to be read the third time... 


Derby Corporation Bill.—Ordered, That, in the case of the Derby Corpora- 
tion Bill, Standing Orders 84, 214, and 239 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now taken into consideration, provided amended prints shall have 
been previously deposited.—(Mr, C ‘aldwell, ) 


Bill accordingly considered as amended. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time. —(Mr. Caldwell.) ‘ : 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Gas Orders Confirmation Bill (apelin -—Read the third time, and — 
without amendment : ‘ 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 


Dundee Corporation Order Confirmation Bill Anes SECTION 7, 


SUB-SECTION (2), OF THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (Scort- 
LAND) Act, 1899].—Considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow 


Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] 


—UNDER SECTION 9, SUB-SECTION (4), OF THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION 
PROCEDURE (ScoTLAND) AcT, 1899}.  peatheasl to be read the third 
time to-morrow ; ae oT ae Te Bes 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords].—As 


amended, considered ; to be read the third time to-morrow 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill (By Orprer).— 


Order for consideration read, and discharged. 
Ordered, That the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills do examine 


the Bill with respect to compliance with the Standing Orders relative 
to Private Bills, and that the Examiners have leave to sit and proceed 
forthwith.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill [Lords]; Electric 


Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill [Lords] ; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lords]; Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords]; Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill 
[Lords]; Water Orders Confirmation _ 2) Bill [Lords].—Read a 
second time, and committed .. ; am AR bee ae 


Bournemouth Corporation Bill ee ee with Amendments ; 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Private Bitts (Group K).—Mr. Heywood Johnstone reported from the 


Committee on Group K of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Thursday, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. Report to lie upon the Table i. _ i 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS :— 





That they have agreed to,—Winsford Urban District (Gas Transfer, etc.) 


Bill, London County Council (Money) Bill, without amendment. 


Bexley Tramways Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to confirm certain Provi- 


sional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Tramways Act, 
1870, relating to Ashton-under-Lyne Corporation Tramways, Denton 
Urban District Council Tramw ays, Devonport Corporation Tre amway, 
Liverpool Corporation Tramways Extensions, Northampton Corpor: a- 
tion Tramways, and Pontypridd Urban District Council Tramw ays.’ 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 


made by the Board of Trade under the Tramways Act, 187(, relating 
to Cheriton Urban District Council Tramways, Colchester Corpora- 
tion Tramways, Hyde Corporation Tramway, Littleborough Urban 
District Council Tramw ‘ays, and Middleton and Chadderton { Local 
Authorities] Tramway.” Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill 
[Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders 


made by the Board of Trade under the Tramw ays Act, 1870, relating 
to Coatbridge Tramways, Folkestone Corporation Tramway s, Glossop 
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Electric Tramways, Hopeman Tramway, Weston-super-Mare Tram- 
ways, and West Riding Tramways.” Tramways Orders Confirmation 


(No. 4) Bill [Lords] 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill {Lords],—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 257. ] es 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) Bill (Lords].—Read the first 
time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; and to be 
printed. [Bill 258.] . 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) Bill [Lords] —Read the first 
time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; and to be 
printed. [Bill 259.] ... 


PETITIONS. 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO Crops, ETC., BiL_L.—Petition from Kinear- 
dineshire, in favour ; to lie upon the ‘lable ... 


EpuCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from Oke- 
— ; Wellingborough ; Loughborough ; and Cardiff; to lie upon the 
able ... or ws ~~ ae sa me ; 


ELEMENTARY EpvucaTION (HIGHER GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUATION 
ScCHOOLS).—Petition from Southport, for alteration of Law ; to lie upon 
the Table © ae we nee 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BiLL.—Petition from Sunder- 
land, against ; to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from North 
Wootton ; Moseley ; Ashford (Kent) ; and Pye Hill ; to lie upon the Table 


SOVEREIGN’s OATH ON ACCESSION BILL.—Petitions against, from Preston ; and 
Rochester ; to lie upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


FACTORIES AND WoRKSHOPS.—Copy presented, of Report of the Chief 
Inspector for 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896.—Copy presented, of an Order, 
dated the 4th a7: 1901, entitled the Foreign Animals (Amendment) 
Order of 1901 (No. 2) [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table was ” 


FISHERY Boarp (ScoTLAND).——-Copy presented, of Nineteenth Annual Report 
of the Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the year 1900, Part II. [by 


command]; to lie upon the Table 
Krne’s SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINATION,—Return nails relative thereto 
[ordered 25th June; Mr. Llewellyn]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES).—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2653 [by racers: to lie upon 
the Table ‘ Le : - i 


Patriotic Funp. wibiigs enn of £ Thinty- ninth Report of the ¢ Royal 
Commissioners [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACT, 1879 AND ‘1884.—Address for ‘“ Return 
showing the working of the Regulations made in 1886 for carrying out the 
Prosecution of Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with Statistics setting forth 
the mber, nature, cost, and results of the ‘proceedings instituted by the 
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Director in accordance with those Regulations from the Ist day of 
January, 1900, to the 31st day of December, 1900 (in continuation of Par- 
liamentary Paper, No. 251, of Session 1900).”—(Mr Jesse Collings.) 


LocaL TAXATION (ENGLAND) Account, 1900-1.—Return ordered, “ showing, 
in respect of the financial year ended the 31st day of March, 1901, the 
distribution of the proceeds of the Local Taxation Licences, Estate 
Duty, and Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Duties paid into the 
Local Taxation (England) Account in pursuance of the provisions of the 
Local Government Act, 1888, the Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) 
Act, 1890, and the Finance Act, 1894 (in continuation of anerriaaiaied 
Paper, No. 321, of Session 1900.”)—(Mr. Grant Lawson.) .. _ ; 


LovaL Taxation Licences (1901).—Return ordered, “of the Amount 
received in respect of each Administrative County ‘and County Borough 
in England and Wales for Local Taxation Licence Duties and Penalties, 
under the Local Government Act, 1888, in the ne ended the 31st day 
of March, 1901.”—(Mr. Grant Lawson. ) = ; se = 


QUESTIONS. 


GIBRALTAR DEFENCE WorkS.—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 


Mr. ARNOLD WHITE AND THE ADMIRALTY.—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, 
E.); Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Arnold-Forster, 
(Belfast, W,) ... ; ne me aes CF: me an sak 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET—LorD CHARLES BERESFORD’S LETTER.—Question, 
Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster ... 


Oi FUEL ror THE NAvy—TrIALs on H.M.S. “Surty.’—Question, Mr. 
Gibson Bowles ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster oe . 


New Royat Yacut—Tuert or CONFIDENTIAL DocUMENTs.—Question, Mr, 
Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, Mr. Arnold-Forster . ; 


COLCHESTER MurDER—LILLYWHITE’S CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION. -—Question, 
Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District); Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Home Department (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) “ 


Motor Cars—Sprep REGULATIONS AT ENTRANCE TO HYDE PaRK. — 
Question, Mr. Muntz (Warwickshire, Tamworth) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie .. 


TOTTENHAM Mortuary SCANDAL.—Question, Mr. William Redmond sa 
E.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ‘as in ae _ dat ‘ 


VETERINARY SUPERVISION OF CATTLE MARKETS.—Question, Mr. Loyd 
(Berkshire, Abingdon); Answer, The President of the Board of Ag 
culture (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) hes es ‘ ; 


LANCASHIRE TRAM ComMPANIES’ DispUTE.—Question, Mr. Caw bie Senate 
shire, Prestwich); Answer, the President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Gerald Balfour, Leeds, Central) cae a ‘ 





MANNING OF MERCANTIL 
(Dublin, St. Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Gerald Balfour 


DuAL QUALIFICATION IN THE Post OFFICE.—Question, Mr. Courtenay 
Warner (Staffordshire, Lichfield); Answer, The Financial rss to 
the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain) nee 


Question, Mr. William Redmond 
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Straw Hats FoR PosTMEN.—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; — Mr. 





ARMADALE Pier, ISLAND OF SKYE.—Question, Mr. John Dewar (Inverness- 
shire) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


New Epucation MINUTE.—Question, Mr. Whitley (Halifax); Answer, The 
Vice-President of the Board of Education eat J. Gorst, Cambridge 









Austen Chamberlain ... . 1354 
LovVE AND MALCOLMSON, LIMITED.—Question, Mr. Nolan | Louth 8) 
Answer, Mr, Austen Chamberlain Pe . 1354 


1355 


Unive rsity) 135 
EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. iinsie, Mr. W hitley, Mr. Flower 

(Bradford, W. é and Mr. Charles Hobhouse ian E.) ; ain Sir J. 

Gorst 1356 
EVENING SCHOOL GRANTS—MODE OF ainsi Dr. Macnamara 

(Camberwell, N.); Answer, Sir J. Gorst Ry ie ae 1357 
EVENING SCHOOL SUBJECTS.—Question, Dr. Macnamara; Answer, Sir J. 

Gorst ... "e Ba: re 1357 
POLICE PROTECTION IN CounTy SLIGO—Mr. Purpps’ CHARGES FOR CAB 

Hire.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd (Sligo, 8. dks Answer, The Chief Secretary 

for Ireland (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. er ~ ... 1358 
CorK County CounciL CLERKS.—Questions, Mr. Sheehan ani and Mr. 

Gilhooly ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... eA bp ; ... 1358 
InisH TENANTS’ RiGHTs.—Question, Mr. Cullinan (atin S.) ; Answer, 

Mr. Wyndham . oe sis ane ve Ge ~ ... 1359 
TUBERCURRY WorRKHOUSE.—Question, Mr. O’Dowd ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 1359 
Ir1IsH UNION ADMINISTRATION.—Question, Mr. M‘Govern wanes W 5 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham one . 1360 
Irish AGRICULTURAL RETURNS—Question, Mr. Daly (fonaghan, 8.); 

Answer, Mr. Wyndham ws ... 1360 
Mr. M‘Hvueu, M.P.—Question, Mr. Dillon ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... . 1361 
TREATMENT OF HARMLESS LUNATICS IN IRELAND.—Question, Mr. James 

O’Connor (Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ; -_ ... 1361 
ButreER STANDARDS COMMITTEE—IRISH REPRESENTATION.—Question, Mr. 

O'Shaughnessy (Limerick, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ro . 1362 
CasE OF Mr. Watsu, J.P.—Questions, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien ina and Mr, 

Power (Waterford, E.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ... ‘ . 1363 
IrtsH NATIONAL SCHOOLS—REVISED PROGRAMME.—Question, Mr. Samuel 

Young (Cavan, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ox ae .. 1363 
FERMANAGH RoMAN CATHOLI’: BoARD OF EDUCATION. — Question, Mr. 

M‘Govern; Answer, Mr. Wyndham = ep oa ... 1364 
EARL RusseEwi’s TriAL.—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy. (Question not put) ... 1365 

NEW BILIS. 
Lunacy (Ireland) Bill [Lords].—Read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 256. j sas ... 1365 
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Bank Ho.ipay Acts AMENDMENT.—Bill to amend the Bank Holidays Act, 
1871, and the Holidays Extension Act, 1875, and to make provision for 
an additional Bank Holiday, to be called Victoria Day, ordered to be 
brought in by — Seymour Ormsby-Gore, Mr. Carlile, Mr. Melville, Mr. 
Scott Montagu, Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. Jacoby, Mr. Reginald Lucas, 
Mr. Courtenay W arner, Mr. Majendie, and Mr. Richards. 


Bank Holiday Acts Amendment Bill.—‘“To amend the Bank Holidays 
Act, 1871, and the Holidays Extension Act, 1875, and to make provision 
for an additional Bank Holiday, to be called Victoria Day,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Tues- 
day, 2 23rd July, and to be printed. [Bill 260.] 


Education (No. 2) Bill—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on 
Amendment to question [8th July], “That the Bill be now read a second 
time.’ 


And which Amendment was— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That’ to the end of the Question, 
in order to add the words ‘no Bill which proposes to meet temporarily 
the difficulty created by the judgment given in the Court of King’s 
Bench in the case of Rex rv. Cockerton can be considered satisfactory 
which does not directly empower school boards, without the interven- 
tion of any other local authority, to continue to carry on for the time 
being ont of the school fund, subject to the regulations of the Board of 
Education, the work to the maintenance of which the school fund has 
heen ruled not to be law fully applicable.’—(Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question again proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 


Discussion :— 


Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) , 

Sir William Anson (Oxford U Iniversity) .. 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) os 

Mr. Bousfield (Hackney, N.) 

Mr. Channing (N orthamptonshire ‘E. ) 

Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Aston Manor) . 

Mr. Yoxall (Nottingham, WV.) 

Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) 

Mr. Mather (Lancashire, Rossendale) 

Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) 

Sir William Harcourt ( Monmouthshire, W. :) 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. ft Balfour, Manchester, ‘E. ) 


Question put. 
[he House divided :—Ayes, 333; Noes, 215. (Division List No. 319.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Meat Marking (Ireland) Bill.—Considered in Committee. 
Clause 1 :— 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again to-morrow 





Adjourned at a quarter after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 10TH JULY, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill. (By Orper.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read the third time. ”_( Mr. Culdwell.) 


Mr, T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 
Question put, and agreed to. 





Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. T. M. Healy = ee " 

The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Austen Chamberlain, 
Worcestershire, E) : : : 

Mr. Moore (Antrim, N. be, 

Mr. Flynn te By «0 

Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, & 5.) 


Question put, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read the third time.” 
The House divided :—Ayes, 161 ; Noes, 78. (Division List No. 320.) 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Belfast Harbour Bill [Lords]. (By ORDER.) 
Mr, John Redmond (IWaterford) ... 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Order for Committee 
[9th July] be read and discharged, and that the Bill be committed to 
a Select Committee of Nine Members, Five to be nominated by the 
House, and Four by the Committee of Selection ; that, subject to the 
Rules, Orders, and Proceedings of this House, all Petitions against 
the Bill be referr ed to the Committee, and such of the Petitioners as 
pray to be heard by themselves, their Counsel, Agents, or Witnesses 
be heard on their Petitions against the Bill if they think fit, and 
Counsel heard in support of the said Bill against such Petition ; that 
the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, and records ; 
that Five be the quorum.’— (Mr. John Redmond.) 


Sir James Haslett (Belfast, N.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy .. oe eas a 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland ( Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 


Question put. 
The House divided :—-Ayes, 113 ; Noes, 171. (Division List No. 321.) 
Mr. John Redmond 
Mansfield Corporation Bill.—Lords’ Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Cardiff Railway Bill ets Dover Gas Bill Lanes —Read a second ti 


and committed 


Dundee Corporation Order Confirmation Bill (u NDER SECTION 7, 
SUB-SECTION (2), OF THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE aeons 
Act, 1899].—Read the third time, and passed wai eke <a 
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Ayr County Buildings Provisional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords] 
[UNDER SECTION 9, SUB-SECTION (4), OF THE PRIVATE LEGISLATION 
PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) Act, 1899].—Read the third time, and passed... 


Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill [Lords].— 


Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [Lords|.— 


Read a second time, and committed 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED Districts AND BurGH LAnp Tax 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) Act, 1896.—Petitions in favour of re-enactment, 
from Kinglassie ; and Kintyre (two) ; to lie upon the Table : 

ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION BiLL.—Petitions in favour, from Glasgow ; 
and Royal College of Physicians of Ireland ; to lie upon the Table 

DruNKARDS BILL.—Petitions in favour, from Huddersfield ; and Altrincham ; 

~ as to lie upon the Table ... = ee ie ee 

Epucation BiLu.—Petition from Burton-on-Trent, for alteration ; to lie upon 
the Table ii is te ia “ 

EpvucaTion (CONTINUATION ScHooLs) BiLt.—Petition from Longton, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table me ‘8 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN BILL.—Petitions in favour, 
from Tow Law; Oxford ; Patrington ; Failsworth ; Dukinfieid ; Nanty- 
moel ; Churwell (three) ; and Redruth (two) ; to lie upon the Table 

SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION Biit.—Petitions against, from South 
Holderness ; West Mersea ; and East Mersea ; to lie upon the Table 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ELEMENTARY EpUCATION (KING’S SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINATION).—Return 
[presented 8th July] to be printed. [No. 258.] 


Tribe Reports (ANNUAL SeRtEs).—Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2654 and 2655 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... nes : - ~ : 


CoLoNIAL Reports (ANNUAL).—Copy presented of Colonial Report, 
No. 326 (Barbades, Annual Report for 1900) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table am jae con vee — = “ii 


Saint Lucta.—Copy presented of Amendment of Rule No. 247 of Prison 
Rules relating to the Remission of Sentences [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table - des oF ks a Sai ‘iv’ 


LocaL AUTHORITIES IN ScoTLAND (TECHNICAL EpucATION).—Return 
ordered, “showing the extent to which, and the manner in which, Local 
Authorities in Scotland have allocated and applied funds to the purposes 
of Technical Education during the year ending 15th day of May, 1901, 
under the following Acts:—Local Taxation (Customs and Excise) Act, 
1890; Education and Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 1892 ; 
Technical Schools (Scotland) Act, 1887; Technical Instruction Amend- 
ment (Scotland) Act, 1892; and Public Libraries Acts.”—(Zhe Lord 
Advocate.) ; wa i BTA as ea sie bi a 


Page 


1473 


. 1473 


1473 


1473 


1473 


1473 


1473 


; SETS 


1474 


1474 


1474 


1474 


1474 


1474 


1474 





July 


Nal 


Fin: 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. 





exi 
July 10.] Page 
NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF ADJACENT LAND) BrLL.—Ordered, That 
the parties appearing before the Select Committee on the National 
Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) Bill have leave to print the Minutes 
of the evidence taken before the Committee, day by day, from the Com- 
mittee Clerk’s copy, if they think fit.—(Mr. Akers Douglas.) . 1475 
Finance Bill.—As amended in Committee, and on recommittal, considered. 
(Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.)... | 1475 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, to leave out Clause 2.”—(Mr. Dillon.) 
Question proposed— 
“That the words of Clause 2 to the word ‘all,’ in page 2, line 16, 
stand part of the Bill.” 
Discussion :— 
Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W tig ... 1482 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) . . 1485 
Mr. Taylor (Lancashire, Radcliffe) «cx L487 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) ... 1492 
Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ... 1495 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W. ”) . 1497 
Mr. Batty Langley (Sheffield, Attercliffe)... : .. 1500 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 247 ; Noes, 153. (Division List No. 322. 
Mr, Kearley (Devonport) ... er ses ig ee es ese 1505 
Amendment sibel 
“In page 2, to leave out lines 25, 26, and 27.”—(Mr. Keurley,) 
Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 
Sir M. Hicks Beach . 1507 
Mr. Dillon — oes 1507 
Mr. T. M. Healy... ... 1508 
Sir M. Hicks Beach . 1508 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


* But where it is proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioners 
of Customs that the duty paid on any molasses imported during that 
period exceeds that which would have been paid after the said 11th day 
of June, and that the excess has-not been recovered from any person to 
whom the molasses may have been delivered after importation, the 
Commissioners of Customs may remit the excess.”—(Mr. Charles 
McArthur.) 


Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“ But tinned and bottled apricots in syrup or water, and apricot 
pulp, shall not be liable to duty as preserved plums.”—(Sir M. Hicks 
Beach.) 
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Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Rea (Gloucester) saa ee ied = a saa +s» 1509 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 40, to leave out Clause 3.”—-(Mr. Rea.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘That the words of Clause 3 to the second word 
‘the,’ in line 43, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Harwood kak bass ais - -. 1512 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) . 1518 
It being half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 
PRIVATE BILis (Group N).—Leave given to the Committee to make a Special 
teport.——(Sir John Brunner.) 
Special Report brought up, and read sa an ve eae ... 1520 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of the Working 
Classes (No. 2) Bill.—Reported, without amendment [Provisional Orders 
confirmed]; Report and Special Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. Bill to be read the third time to-morrow sus _ .- 1520 


PusLic Accounts ComMITTEE.—Third Report brought up, and read ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 259] sie rer ... 1520 


National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent Land) Bill—Special Report 
from the Select Committee on the National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent 
Land) Bill, with Minutes of Evidence, brought up, and read. 





Bill reported, with Amendments. 


Bill, as amended, recommitted for Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
261.] 


Report, and Special Report, to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 260. ] ee ee rom to bas és sins ... 1520 


Adjourned at twenty-seven minutes before Six of the clock. 
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July 2, page 598.—CLyDE MussEL Beps.—Af 


ter Lord Advocate’s reply, add the 


following supplementary Question and Answer — 


: Mr. KEIR HARDIE : May I ask the Lord Advocate whether 
Session action was to decide the right of the Crown to the owner. 
and was in reality a test case in the interests of the Crown, he wil 
the whole of the expenses of the case should 


Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY. 
recommendation. 


25th June, 1901. 


My Lorps,—I have the honour to inform 
you that a true Bill for bigamy has this day 
heen returned into Court against John Francis 
Stanley, Earl Russell, a Peer of Parliament. 
3igamy being a felony, I have, in accordance 
with the practice hitherto pursued in such 
cases, enlarged the recognisances of the wit- 
nesses until the pleasure of the House of Lords 
is signified. 

I have the honour to be, 
My Lord, 
Your Lordships’ faithful servant, 
FORREST FULTON, 
Recorder of London. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


VOL. XCVI. [FourTH SERIES. | 


,48 the Court of 

“8 of these beds, 
recommend 

be borne from the Crown Pad: ™ 


No, sir ; I am not in a position to make that 


repeaey VP 2aae seers wauwe 


OUULLALII pu 


Western Junction Railway Bill 


ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that the 
name of the Great Western Railway 
Company be struck out of the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to. 
CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


The Duke of Norfolk (in his place) 
consented to the Bill. 


DOVER GAS BILL [1.1.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [H L.}- 
eported with Amendments. 
A 
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Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. Rea (Gloucester) den shee ae Ae or a? -«- 1509 


Amendment proposed—— 
“Tn page 2, line 40, to leave out Clause 3,.”—-(Mr. Lea.) 


Question proposed, “That the words of Clause 3 to the second word 
‘the,’ in line 43, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. Harwood so sie nap 
Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, Kirkdale) 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BiLts (Group N).—Leave given to the Committee to make a Special 
Report.-—(Sir John Brunner.) 


Special Report brought up, and read Ke aie 1 was .-- 1520 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Haneing af the Want: - 
waeey Vi wee seeeseseeun VEEYELY IA YE ULIO ULLUUN, 
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THE 





PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES 


(AUTHORISED EDITION) 


SECOND 


IN THE 
SESSION or THE TIVENTY-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT oF THE 
GREAT BRITAIN ann IRELAND, IN THE 


UnitreED KINGDOM OF 


First YEAR OF THE REIGN OF 


HIS MAJESTY KING EDWARD VIL 
EIGHTH VOLUME OF SESSION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. had laid upon the Table the Certificates 


Thursday, 27th June, 1901. 


TOOK THE OATH. 
Several Lords took the Oath. 


THE EARL RUSSELL. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that he had received the following 
letter from Sir Forrest Fulton, Recorder 
of London :— 

Central Criminal Court, 
City of London, E,C. 
25th June, 1901. 

My Lorps,—I have the honour to inform 
you that a true Bill for bigamy has this day 
been returned into Court against John Francis 
Stanley, Earl Russell, a Peer of Parliament. 
Bigamy being a felony, I have, in accordance 
with the practice hitherto pursued in such 
cases, enlarged the recognisances of the wit- 
nesses until the pleasure ‘of the House of Lords 
is signified. 

I have the honour to be, 
My Lord, 
Your Lordships’ faithful servant, 
FoRREST FULTON, 
Recorder of London. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 


XCVI. [FourTH SERIES. ] 


VOL. 


from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

Great Western Railway. 

Yorkshire Electric Power. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 

Report from, That the Standing Orders 
not complied with in respect of the 


Southampton and Winchester Great 
Western Junction Railway Bill 


ought to be dispensed with, and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided that the 
name of the Great Western Railway 
Company be struck out of the Bill. 


Read, and agreed to. 
CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


The Duke of Norfolk (in his place) 
consented to the Bill. 


DOVER GAS BILL [1.1.]. 
Reported with Amendments. 


CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [H L.]. 
Reported with Amendments. 
A 











4 Private Bill 
NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR TRUST | 
BILL. 


MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported with amendment. 
CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. 
GLASGOW AND RENFREW DISTRICT 


RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. | 


Reported without amendment. 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN DIS- 
TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. 

Reported with Amendments. 
WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed ; the Com- | 


mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 2¢, and committed. 


{LORDS} 


Business. 4 


DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL [#.1.}. 


Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


| TENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL. 


RICHMOND GAS BILL. 
DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD 
BILL. 

PETERSFIELD AND SELSEY GAS BILL. 

Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 
PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC 
HEALTH BILL. 
RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


CARDIFF CORPORATION BILL. 
LEATHERHEAD GAS BILL. 
Returned from the Commons, with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


{ YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL, 


METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Xead 2%, and committed; the Com- 


mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


CROMER WATER BILL. 
Read 2¢, and committed. 


CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER 


> 
> sha. 


SOUTHAMPTON AND 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed. The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL. 


WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT 
TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 


Read 2+, 


YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. | 


The Com- 


Read 2¢, and committed, 


mittee to be proposed by the Committee | 


of Selection. 


WEST SURREY WATER BILL. 
Read 3%, and passed. 


WINCHESTER | 


(GAS | with Amendments. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 


‘tion, That the Five Lords appointed a 


Select Committee on the Aldershot Gas 
and Water Bill and another Bill do form 
the Select Committee for the considera- 
tion of the Yorkshire Electric Power Bill ; 
read, and agreed to ; all petitions referred 


‘to the Committee, with leave to the 
| petitioners praying to be 


heard by 
counsel against the Bill to be heard as 


' desired, as also counsel for the Bill. 


CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 


ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Kenyon be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select 


‘Committee on the said Bills in the place 


of the Lord Wolverton ; read, and agreed 
to. 


TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 


| LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKET 
B 


4h. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
without amendment. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
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4 Private Bill 


with the consideration of the Bill, the | 
Committee having found that the peti- | 


tioners had no locus standi before them ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


The orders made on the 20th of May 


and 14th instant discharged, and Bill 
committed to a Committee of the Whole 
House. 


MILFORD DOCKS BILL [H.1.]. 


Commons’ Amendment considered, and 
agreed to. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND 


BOARD BILL [H.1.]. 
Commons’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
BLACKBURN CORPORATION BILL. 
Committed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 


(No 3) BILL [H.L.]. 
[PONTYPRIDD URBAN District COUNCIL 
ORDER OPPOSED. | 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 


(No 1) BILL [H.1.]}. 
[CHERITON URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
ORDER OPPOSED. | 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [H.1L.}. 
{FOLKESTONE CORPORATION, GLOSSOP 
ELECTRIC, AND WEST RIDING ORDERS 
OPPOSED. ] 

BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. 


TOTTENHAM AND HAMPSTEAD JUNC. | 


TION RAILWAY BILL. 
BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNC 


ILL. 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. | 
BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION | 


LL. 


{27 JUNE 1901} 


HARBOUR | 
| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


| 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


Business. 6 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [H.1.]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [H.1.]. 
tead 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


| EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 


ETC.) BILL [H.1.}. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [H.1.]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [H.1.]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [H.L.]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [H.L.]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [#.1.]. 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [H.t.]. 

Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


| INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 


ORDER BILL. 
Read 2 (according to Order), and com- 


ia mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
| House to-morrow. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


LOCAL 


KINGSTON-U PON-HULL CORPORATION | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
BILL. | 


: | 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 


tion, That the Marquess of Bristol be pro- | 
posed to the House as a member of the | 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the | 
place of the Earl of Radnor ; read, and | 
agreed to. | 





AYR COUNTY BUILDINGS  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 

Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


ARIZONA COPPER COMPANY, LIMITED, 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 


Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed. 





ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Read 2¢ (according to Order), and com- 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


Read 2¢ (according to Order). 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


Read 2* (according to Order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Monday next. 


A2 








7 Returns, {LORDS} Reports, de. 8 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL No. 2637. Italy (Leghorn) ; 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. No. 2638. United States (Philippine 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL fidsads) ; 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING No. 2639 ‘Pere 


CLASSES) BILL. 

Read 2% (according to Order), and II. Miscellaneous Series. 
committed toa Committee of the Whole No. 556. Cement Industry of the 
House on Monday next. United States 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) : Se ees See 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. COLONIES—ANNUAL, 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) No. 325. Gambia (Report for 1900). 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) MINT. 
Ip TIS rs > 7PS ISING rm: 
OF WORKING CLABES BILL | Thirty-first annual report of the 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ou sergeditere Aye paaaael of the 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING | 6, for the year 1900. 
OF WORKING CLASSES) (No, 2) BILL. Presented (by command), and ordered 
Read 2" (according to Order), and com- to lie on the Table. 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House to-morrow. PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL I. Visiting Committees : Draft rule 
ORDEKS (No. 2) BILL. proposed to be made by the Secretary of 
Seeil 2° (aevording to Order State for the Home Department, under 
ik ag ¥0'\7rer). the Prison Acts 1877 and 1898, with 
PIEK AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL TesPect to the constitution of the Visiting 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. ads Committee of Borstal Prison. 


Read 2" (according to Order), and II. Appropriation of Borstal Prison to 
committed to a Committee of the Whole selected criminal prisoners : Draft rule 
House to-morrow. proposed to be made in pursuance of 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL (ore tp ee eT, a 

ORDER (GAS) BILL. propriating Borstal Prison to selected 
si : ) | criminal prisoners. 

House in Committee (according to . 

Order): Bill reported without amend- III. Rules for prisoners between the 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; ages of 16 and 21: Draft of special rules 
and Bills to be read 3* on Monday next. proposed to be made by the Secretary of 

State for the Home Department, under 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL the Prison Act, 1898, with! regard to 


ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [H.L.]. prisoners between the ages of 16 and 21 
House in Committee (according to years. 
Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
6 Ror Sate aesinainas SUPERANNUATION. 


ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3‘ to-morrow. Treasury minute, dated 19th June, 
1901, granting a retired allowance to 


Mr. A. C. G. Cameron, Geologist, Geo- 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. logical Survey, Board of Education, under 
—-— Section 2 of the Superannuation Act. 
EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS. Laid before the House (pursuant to 


Report from the Select Committee Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
(with the proceedings of the Committee) 


made ; and to be printed. Minutes of BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
ee a i Pe and to be Draft Order in Council for transferring 
se » ae. :) to the Board of Education the powers of 


TRADE REPORTS. | the Charity Commissioners to frame and 

ai establish schemes for educational endow- 

I, Annual Series— ments in England and Wales (laid before 

No. 2636. Spain (Malaga and Dis- the House on the 18th instant), to be 
trict) ; | printed. (No. 142.) 
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9 Trawlers’ Certificates 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 
SION BILL [H.L.]. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. | 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: My | 
Lords, this is identically the same Bill 
which your Lordships were good enough 
to accept two years ago, and which was | 
passed after being carefully considered by 
a Select Committee. The object of the, 
Bill is not to make any change in the | 
existing law, but to procure obedience to 
it. The grievance of the line fishermen 
is that, owing to the large extent of coast, | 
in certain cases, which are not infrequent, 
and are likely to become more frequent, | 
trawling vessels break into protected 
waters and engage in illegal fishing, 
to the detriment of the _ interests 
of the line fishermen. If this Bill was 
necessary in 1899 it is much more neces- | 
sary now, because experience has shown 
that cases of infringement of existing 
laws, so far from diminishing, have a 
tendency to increase. The cases in the | 
courts numbered eighteen in 1899 ; that 
number increased to thirty in 1900, 
although in several cases the full penalty | 
of £100 was imposed. I have to acknow- 
ledge, on behalf of the line fishermen, the 
great amount of sympathy which they 
have met with at the hands of the 
Scottish Office. During the past two 
years two vessels, if not more, have been 
added to the ships employed for the 
protection of the fisheries, and in 
other ways the Scottish Office. 
and the Seottish Fisheries Board 
have done their best to promote the 
legitimate interests of the line fishermen. 
This grievance is specially felt in the 
north of Scotland. It has been taken up | 
and considered by the County Council of | 
Shetland, and the fishermen there have | 
gone so far as to establish vigilance com- | 
mittees of their own in order to prevent | 
the fisheries being ruined. The necessity | 
of this Bill was also felt by the Irish | 
Office, who, when the Bill was in this | 
House two years ago, introduced clauses | 
to make it applicable to Ireland. The | 
Bill is in precisely the same terms as it 


{27 JUNE 1901} 


Suspension Bill. 10 


| victed of a second or subsequent offence, 
| the court or the judge may, in addition 
| to or in substitution for any fine, make 
|any order suspending the certificate of 
registration of such trawl vessel for any 
period not exceeding six months. The 


/subsequent clause enacts that it shall 


not be lawful for the master or owners of 
any trawl vessel, in respect of which such 
an order shall have been made, to use or 
employ such trawl vessel for the purpose 
of trawling or fishing during the 
period of suspension. Clause 4 
provides that where such an order shall 
have been made it shall forthwith be 
notified by the registrar, clerk, or other 
officer of the court or judge by whom it 
shall have been made, to the Board of 
Trade; and the next clause states that a 
certificate so endorsed, or a copy of such 
order certified by the Board of Trade, 


| shall be deemed to be conclusive proof of 


the conviction and suspension to which it 
purports to relate, and shall be admissible 
as evidence in any subsequent prose- 
cution. Clause 6 provides that where 
such an order shall have been made the 
fact of the suspension shall be notified 


by the Board of Trade to the col- 


lector of customs of the port where 
the vessel is registered, and the 
collector shall therefore make a note of 


/such suspension in the register, and the 


vessel shall for the period mentioned in 
the order be deemed not to be registered 
as a fishing boat. At the end of the 


/clause power is given to the Board of 


Trade, if they think fit, to detain alto- 
gether from putting to sea any vessel 
which is the subject of an order of suspen- 
sion, Sub-sections one and two of Section 
692 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, 
being made to apply as if the vessel were 
a ship to be detained under that Act. 
Those are, I think, all the effective pro- 
visions of the Bill. The clauses to which 
I have referred were drafted and inserted 
by the Board of Trade, and I trust your 
Lordships will give the Bill a Second 
Reading. 


Moved, ‘That the Bill be now read 2.” 
—(The Earl of Camperdown.) 


THE SECRETARY to tHE BOARD 


left your Lordships’ House two years | or TRADE (The Earl of DupLry): My 


ago. 

I will state shortly its provisions. 
Clause 2 provides that, when the master 
of any trawl vessel shall have been con- 


Lords, I think there is no doubt, as my 
noble friend says, that there are a certain 
number of trawlers, especially on the 


| coast of Scotland, who deliberately and 
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to fish in prcehibited waters. I have no 
doubt, also, that the present penalty, 
although in the case of Scotland it is 
higher than in the case of England or 
Ireland, has but little effect in checking 
illegal trawling of that kind, and that it 
has also been found difficult to catch and , 
prosecute the people who carry on that 
illegal trade. I, therefore, wish to offer 
no objection to the Second Reading of the 
Bill. At the same time I feel bound to 
psint out to the House, as I did on the 

last occasion when the Bill was intro- 

duced, that it does try what un- 

doubtedly is a considerable experiment. 

Hitherto it has been thought that pen- 

alties of a moderate kind were sufficient 

to deal with this matter, but my noble 

friend now proposes to go much further 

and practically to hit the owner of the 

vessel by suspending it for a period up to 

six months. That penalty, of course, 

may be very considerable. I am told 

that it may reach even the figure of 

£2,000. I believe the Bill also provides 

for the possibility of taking the vessel 

itself, which, in the case of a vessel of 

250 tons, may be a considerable penalty. 

It is possible that a captain of one of these 

trawlers may fish illegally without the 

sanction or the authority of the owner. 

I do not think that it is likely, but it is 

possible, and in that case it would be) 
undoubtedly unjust, to penalise the 

owner to the extent of £1,000 or £2,000 

for the offence that had been committed 

entirely by the skipper. However, I 

agree with my noble friend that the evil 

is an undoubted one, that the present 

penalties have been found to be insuffi- 

cient to check it, and that, although the 

experiment is a considerable one, we are 

justified in attempting it. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I am 
as much opposed to this Bill now as I 
was two years ago. Speaking on behalf 
of the fishing trade, I think the Bil! is 
objectionable in principle, and the 
penalties are such that have never been 
attempted to be inflicted in like cases ' 
before. Up tothe present, when theowner 
or the skipper of a vessel has done wrong 
he has been punished, but it has been 
left to be found out who was in the 
wrong, so that the right man should be 
punished. Under this Bill the vessel | 
is to be suspended, and not the skipper, 
and this is entirely a new principle. 


The Earl of Dudley. 


{LORDS 


often defy the existing law and continue | This Bill is really oniy wanted for one 





or two places in Scotland. 


THE EARL oF CAMPERDOWN : No, 
no, 


Lorp HENEAGE: Yes, it is. We do 
not want it in England. In the north of 
Scotland a great dealof jealousy arisesfrom 
the fact that, whilst foreigners are allowed 
to fish within certain waters, English 
and Scottish boats are not allowed to fish 
there. The result is that skippers, seeing 
foreign vessels in there, get a great deal 
nearer the shore than they ought to. It 
is the bad law of Scotland which has 
caused this difficulty. I would ask the 
noble Lord to try his experiment in Scot- 
land first. Wedo not want it in England, 
and, so far as I know, it is not wanted in 
Ireland. If there is to be an experiment, 
let it be kept entirely to Scottish waters. 
I am speaking for the whole trade when 
I say that they are as much opposed to 
this Bill now as when it was previously 
before the House. It is, of course, useless 
for me to move the rejection of the Bill 
as the Government have given their 
assent to it, but when it is in Committee 
I shall endeavour to get England excluded 
from its operation and some of its penal- 
ties mitigated. I hope the House, in 
giving their assent to this Bill in this 
hasty manner, will not repent of it too 
late when the same principle is brought 
into other trades. 


THE Marquess or HUNTLY: My 
Lords, I cannot allow this Bill to pass a 
Second Reading without a protest. The 
grievance which we feel in the north of 
Scotland, speaking on behalf of the 
owners of trawling vessels, is that there 
is a dead set made against those who 
are supposed to be infringing the law, 
and that there is not fair treatment 
meted out to the trawl owners. 
It is all very well to say that there are a 
few captains of trawlers who, perhaps, 
negligently overstep the line and traw] in 
waters that are prohibited, but surely 
that does not warrant a Bill for the con- 
fiscation of the property of the owners 
for the misdeeds, perhaps unintentional 
misdeeds, of their servants. There isa 
feeling among those who own trawlers 
that, while they are being dealt with in 
this way, large tracks of water in the 
north of Scotland are being trawled by 
foreign boats and are closed to Scottish 
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trawlers. That is why we fear that this | 
Bill will deal a severe blow at one of the 
most flourishing industries in the north 
of Scotland. 


*THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLFrour of BURLEIGH): My 
Lords, I should not have risen to speak 
on this Bill if it had not been for some 
of the observations made by the two 
noble Lords who spoke last. My noble 
friend Lord Heneage complains of the 
penalty upon the owner which is pro- 
posed by this Bill. I would suggest to 
the House that there is a very good 
reason for imposing further penalty upon 
the owner, than is imposed by the present 
law, although I cannot say that the 
precise penalty indicated in the clause 
is the best. That some further form 
of penalty on the owner is desirable 
is proved beyond doubt, because at 
the present time, if a master of a vessel 
is convicted of illegal trawling, even in 
circumstances in which there is strong 
presumption that he is acting with the 
knowledge of the owner, and is himself, 
perhaps, part owner of the vessel, all that 
happens to him is that he is sent to 
prison for a certain time, and is, com- 
paratively speaking, made comfortable | 
there. In bad weather I am not sure 
whether he is not more comfortable in , 
prison than on the trawler. The owner 
simply puts another man on_ board ; 
trawling, it may be illegal trawl- 
ing, proceeds merrily, and no penalty 
is imposed on the owner. Both the noble 
Lords laid great stress upon what they 
described as the injustice of there being 
certain areas closed to British trawlers | 
and open to those who sail under a foreign 
flag. I do not at this moment go into the 
question whether those trawlers are really 
foreign owned or not; but I am 
endeavouring to find out what the facts 
are. But I believe there is a consider- 
able amount of colourable transference 
to foreign flags for the purpose of avoid- 
ing these wholesome bye-laws. I am not 
in a position to prove that just now, but 
I hope before long to know more about 
it. The case does not rest wholly upon 
these closed areas. There are the whole 
of the territorial waters around 
the coast which are closed equally 
to British and foreign trawlers, and | 
it is in these areas that the 
depredations of illegal trawling are most 
serious and most continuous. To use a 
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_ owners. 
| merely imposes a penalty on trawl owners 
\ 
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metaphor which is, perhaps, appropriate 
to this subject, it is drawing a red 
herring across the trail to lay so much 
stress upon one or two closed areas as 
some noble Lords have done. I believe, 
as I have said, that some further penalty 
is necessary to stop this illegal action, 
which, I believe, is contrary to the best 
interests of all the fishermen around our 
coasts. Although it has not yet been 
proved, there is strong reason to believe 
that the North Sea is being depleted of 
certain kinds of fish, and that subject 
deserves more attention than is being 
given to it at the present time. I hope 
the House will not be led away by the 
two speeches which we have just heard, 
but will give the Bill a Second Reading. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
rise to support the 'view taken by my 
noble friend the Secretary for Scotland. 
The noble Marquess below the gangway 
said he spoke for the north of Scotland. 
He speaks, iI presume, for the trawl 
owners of the north of Scotland; but I 
venture to say that I can speak on behalf 
of the whole of Scotland, except the 
trawl owners, in favour of the provisions 
of this Bill. My noble friend Lord 
Heneage spoke on behalf of owners of 
English trawl vessels. Naturally, men 
who carry on a_ certain business, 
whether legitimately or not, do 
not like penalties being imposed which 
they can by any possibility avoid. 
There is no doubt that there is a 
necessity for increasing the penalty im- 
posed on trawl owners, because, under 
the present state of things, a trawl 
owner is inclined to shut his eyes as to 
how or where the captain get his haul 
of fish providing he brings a good cargo 
to market and gets a good price for it; 
and, if a big haul of fish is obtained 
within these prohibited waters, the owner 
can very well afford to pay the penalty, 
and, at the same time, make a good 
profit. Undoubtedly a further penalty 
on the trawl owner who infringes the 
law is necessary. 


THe Earn or CAMPERDOWN : 
My Lords, I have only one word 
to say in reply to what fell from 
the noble Lords near me. They 
represented to the House that this 
is a Bill for imposing a penalty on trawl 
It is nothing of the kind. It 
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whose vessels continually break the law. 
The Bill will not affect trawl owners who 
observe the law. It has been contended 
that the skippers, and the skippers alone, 
should be punished. I have in my hand 
a report presented during the present 
year, which shows that one skipper has 
been convicted eight times during the 
last nine years, another six times’ in four 
years, a third five times in three years, 
and a fourth thirteen times in two years. 
If skippers break the law in this way and 
the owners are never to be punished, 
these offences are calculated to increase 
rather than diminish. I am glad the 
Government are supporting the Second 
Reading of this Bill, and I shall be ready 
to consider in Committee any Amend- 
ments which noble Lords may propose. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday 
next. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION (No. 2) 
BILL [H.L.]. 

SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(APPEALS) BILL [H.L.]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bills to be read 3" to-morrow. 


CONVOCATIONS OF THE CLERGY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Amendment reported (according to 
Order). 


DEMISE OF THE CROWN BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 


COUNTY COUNCILS (BYE LAWS) BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


Order for Committee read. 


Moved, “That the House go into 
Committee on this Bill.”—(Lord Monks- 
well.) 


THE CHAIRMAN OF COMMIT- 
TEES (The Earl of Mortey): Before 
the House resolves itself into Committee 


The Earl of Camperdown, 


{LORDS} 


(Friendly Societies) Biil, 16 


I desire to say that, in my opinion, the 
Bill requires a little more consideration 
than it has received at the hands of your 
Lordships. So far as I know, very little 
was said on the Second Reading, and this 
is the only chance that the House will 
have of considering the principle of the 
Bill. Until I received this morning 
a circular from the Charity Organi- 
sation Society the Bill had not 
attracted my notice. I think the at- 
tention of the House ought to be 
called to the fact that the Bill contravenes 
a very important principle of the Poor 
Law. At present, the only measure of 
relief for the poor is necessity. The 
Bill goes to the root of that principle. 
There may be two people, both entitled 
to relief to the extent of, say, 8s. a 
week, but, under the Bill as it now 
stands, if one of those persons is in 
receipt of 5s. a week from a friendly 
society the guardians would be absolutely 
prohibited from taking that sum into 
consideration, and would therefore be 
compelled to give the 8s. a week. On the 
other hand, the next man may be receiv- 
ing 5s. a week from some other source 
equally due to his own thrift and 
prudence, but in that case the guardians 
would be bound to consider the 5s. 
received, and, instead of giving him 8s., 
would only give him the sum of 3s. It 
seems to me that the Bill involves a 
question of such great importance in the 
administration of the Poor Law that it is 
desirable at least that the House should 
recognise what they are doing before they 
pass the principle of the measure. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: I take it that 
the House has already passed the prin- 
ciple of the Bill by giving it a Second 
Reading. In answer to the first point of 
the noble Lord, the Bill of 1894 is open 
to precisely the same objections in prin- 
cipleasthis Bill, which proposes toamendit. 
There can be no perfect legislation. 
What we have endeavoured to do in this 
case is what Parliament always does— 
namely, to legislate as far as possible to 
meet an existing difficulty. It was 
thought hard where a man, by his own 
thrift, received from a friendly society a 
certain weekly sum, that that sum should 
be absolutely lost to him if he applied for 
out-door relief. This is a matter that has 
been before Parliament on_ several 
occasions. In 1894 the first Bill was 
deliberately passed, and public opinion has 
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since then gone in the direction of limit-| *THe Eart or LICHFIELD: My 
ing the discretion of boards of guardians Lords, I should like, before this Bill is 
in the way suggested in this Bill. The read a second time, to offer my congratu- 
Bill was amended in the House of Com- lations to the Government on the fact 
mons, and no doubt the Department con- that they have seen their way to them- 
cerned did go carefully into the matter. selves introduce this necessary amend- 
I hardly think, therefore, that the noble ment of the Isolation Hospitals Act, 
Earl the Chairman of Committee is 1893. That Act has long required 
correct in saying that the Bill was not amendment, for county councils have 
considered in the other House. been debarred from putting it into com- 
plete operation. I feel confident that as 

Tue Eart or MORLEY: I did not | soon as this Billis passed, county councils 
say it was not considered in the other generally will take up the whole 
House. I said it had not been con- question, and cause to be provided 
sidered in this House. throughout the country efficient and 
— 4)... Sufficient isolation hospital accommoda- 

Lorp MONKSWELL: The Bill will tion. What has Torti a considerable 
go before the Standing Committee in the }Jo4 jn many parts of the country will 
ordinary course when it can be more fully thus be removed. Your Lordships are 
considered and, if necessary, amended, probably aware that a Bill containing 
but I would suggest that at any rate | the main provisions of this Bill passed this 
it should be allowed to go through its | House both last session and the session 
a before, but owing to the fact that it was in 
| private hands it failed to pass the House 
‘of Commons. On behalf of all those 
House in Committee accordingly ; Bill interested in this subject I tender 
reported without Amendments ; and re-; my hearty thanks to the President 
committed to the Standing Committee. of the Local Government Board for 
_having taken it up. Very soon after 
ISOLATION HOSPITALS BILL. he come into office he looked into the 
question and quickly came to the conclu- 

[Seconp Reaprvc.] sion that legislation was urgently re- 
quired ; and it is entirely owing to his 
determination and resolution that this 
| Bill has been drafted and passed through 


Lorp KENYON : My Lords, the object _the House of Commons. The provisions 
of this Bill is to amend in certain par- °F the Bill have been most carefully 


ticulars the Isolation Hospitals Act, 1893, | CMsidered, and I think I may say, with 
which empowered County Councils | ©Mfidence, that they embrace and remedy 
to promote the establishment of | all the known defects contained in the Act 
isolation hospitals for the reception of | of 1893. I hope it may be possible for 
patients suffering from infectious disease. YOUt Lordships to pass the Bill in its 
There have been certain defects in the Present form. 
working of that Aet. First of all, local Ck Mieiitie sid ta. THR vd 
authorities who provided hospitals under | , ie "rege . ‘tted C ” 
the provisions of the Public Health Act ee eee 
1875, had no power to transfer them to | mittee of the whole House on Monday 
the county councils. This Bill amends 
that. Further, county councils were 
empowered to make contributions from the 
county funds to any hospital they might), "..”~~. = ; 
establish under the Act of 1893, * x |I rise, in accordance with the — 
had no power to contribute to hospitals | standing in my name, to ask the First 
established before that time. This Bill | L0"d of the Admiralty whether the 
also amends that; and there is a clause | Report of the Committee which recently 
allowing ladies to serve on the hospital | EROCO the new works at Gibraltar 
wiaaiiiene | will be laid fon the Table of the House ; 
and, whether the construction of those 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read 2%.” | works is being delayed in consequence of 


On Question agreed to. 


Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


next. 


GIBRALTAR WORKS. 
Viscount ‘SIDMOUTH: My Lords, 


‘—(Lord Kenyon.) | the Report or any other proceedings of 
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that Committee. The first part of the 
question is rendered unnecessary by the 
issue to-day of the Report of the Com- 
mittee. That Report is entirely in 
accordance with the opinion which I hold 
on the subject and which I have already 
expressed in the House. But I confess 
that I am somewhat astonished at the 
very strong recommendation in the 
Report of extensive works to be ex- 
ecuted on the east side of the island, 
as I have always held that to be 
a most dangerous position, unless 
strongly protected by piers and walls. 
I am happy to see from the Report that 
there is no intention to do away with the 
works now proceeding, which are in great 
part due to the energy of the late First 
Lord of the Admiralty and his prede- 
cessor. As to the second part of the 
question, [ hope and trust that the new 
works will not be delayed, as they will 
need a period of ten years to construct. 
Docks we must have in the Mediterranean 
in “order to carry out the necessary 
repairs to His Majesty’s ships even in 
time of peace. The docks at Malta are 
inadequate for the purpose, and it would 
therefore be a serious injury to the Navy 
if the new works at Gibraltar were 
stopped. I hope the noble Earl will 
give the House a full explanation on this 
important subject. 


*TuHe FIRST LORD or tue ADMI- 
RALTY (The Earl of Setporne): My 
Lords, I think you will expect me to do 
rather more than simply answer the 
question which has been put to me. 
I accept the suggestion of the noble Lord 
who has just sat down, and will make a 
full and complete statement to the House 
on the subject. But your Lordships 
must recollect that I am at a disadvan- 
tage compared with Members of either 
House who have no especial responsi- 
bility in this matter. I cannot discuss 
the armaments of Gibraltar, nor the 
strategy of the Mediterranean Fleet ; 
further, | am imbued with a strong 
sense of the respect I owe to the nearest 
neighbour of this country at Gibraltar. 
I can never forget that it is an ancient 
nation, of great historic fame, and that 


on many fields the Spaniards have been | 


our own staunch allies. Spain has a 

right to expect from His Majesty's 

Government complete sincerity and yet 

great reserve in dealing with this ques- 
Viscount Sidmouth, 


‘LORDS} 
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|tion ; and we fully admit the obligation. 
iI am sorry to have noticed in some of 
| the Spanish papers sentiments of appre- 
| hension, for which, I assure the House, 
| there is not a shade or a shadow of founda- 
‘tion. I would briefly remind your 
| Lordships of the history of these Gibraltar 
/works. They were first commenced 
in 1894, when Lord Spencer was First 
| Lord of the Admiralty, and they were 


continued and enlarged when Lord 
Goschen was First Lord in 1896. Now, 


'on both occasions the whole case was 
most thoroughly considered. In both 
cases it was recognised that the western 
side of the Rock of Gibraltar was more 
exposed to land fire than the eastern 
side; but on both occasions this fact 
was not held to outweigh the compara- 
tive advantages of a western harbour. 
These comparative advantages were less 
exposure to sea fire, less cost of the work, 
| quicker time in execution. 

When I came into office last year the 
state of affairs which | found was this— 
the approved plan of works consisted of 
a harbour enclosed by three moles ; it 
included three docks—three complete 
graving docks—a large workshop divided 
into three bays, and a set of storehouses. 
The contracts for the last of these works 
had been issued, taken, and concluded 

|nearly three years previously. The 
'moles were practically completed. The 
| work in one dock was very largely, and 
‘in another dock largely, executed. Two 
| bays of the workshop were practically 
complete, but the work in sitw on the 
centre dock and on one bay of the work- 
'shop and on the storehouses had not yet 
been commenced. Now, | lay great stress 
'on the words in situ, for it must be 
remembered that, because a contractor 
‘has not commenced actually to dig the 
|soil or to lay a brick, it does not follow 
| that he has not made great preparations. 
/The contractor lets sub-contracts, he 
| buys plant and quarries, he gives orders 
‘for material; and therefore, although 
|no work in situ had been commenced 
in the centre dock, on one-third of the 
| workshops, and the storehouses, there 
‘is no doubt that the contractor had 
largely committed himself to expendi- 
| ture in connection with these works. 1 
found considerable anxiety and appre 
_hension in the minds of gentlemen whose 
/opinions I respected, especially Mr. 
| 
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Bowles, that a mistake had been made. | 
[I had to review the position and I had to 
admit one important new feature of the 
ease, and that was that the experience 
we had gained in South Africa showed 
that the large and heavy guns by which 
such works can be successfully attacked 
are mobile guns, movable from point to 
point, and were not, so to say, rooted to 
exact spots, long previously selected, and 
for which great preparations were neces- 
sary. I felt the very great importance 
of this question. I felt that, although 
the works had so far advanced, the re- 
sponsibility rested upon me to see that if 
a mistake had been committed it should 
be rectified. J accordingly at once took 
steps not only to consult all my expert 
advisers at the Admiralty, but to consult 
with the Commander-in-Chief in the 
Mediterranean ; and the outcome of 
the consideration which I gave to the 
question was the appointment of the 
Committee of which your Lordships 
have all heard. That Committee was an 
informal Committee. I really entrusted 
the investigation of the case to Vice- 
Admiral Sir Harry Rawson, at that 
time the Commander of the Channel 
Squadron, and I asked him to associate 
himself, for the purpose of answering a 
definite set of questions I addressed to 
him, with Major-General Sir William 
Nicholson, now Director of Military 
Intelligence, Mr. William Matthews, a 
very eminent civil engineer; and Mr. 
Thomas Gibson Bowles, who had given 
very special attention to the matter. 
Your Lordships will forgive me if I here 
make an allusion of a personal nature. 
I cannot help regretting, and regretting 
sincerely, the action Mr. Bowles thought 
it his duty to take in the House of Com- | 
mons recently. I cannot see wherein the 
public service was assisted by it, nor is it | 
possible for me to pass over without 
comment the observations which he made | 
in respect to the two Reports of the 
Committee. I understood him to say |} 
that the first Report was a final Report | 
in respect to five of the questions | had | 
addressed to the informal Cothmittee, | 
and that his colleagues, Sir Harry) 
Rawson, Major General Nicholson, and | 
Mr. Matthews, must have been subjected 
to official pressure to make them change | 
the opinions expressed in the first Report | 
and to rewrite that Report. Now, as. 
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regards that Report, I wish most clearly 
and emphatically to repudiate that 
charge. There is absolutely no foundation 
for it, and I repudiate it, not only so far 
as it affects His Majesty's Government, 
but also at the special request of Sir 
Harry Rawson on behalf of himself and 
his colleagues. It is simply unfounded 


‘in fact, and therefore unjust, and I am 


convinced that Mr. Bowles would never 
have uttered it except under the influence 
of some complete misapprehension. 
Moreover, I am at a loss to discover in the 
Reports themselves any foundation for 
such a suspicion. As regards the first 
point, the Report of 30th March was not 
even final inform. It was sent to me by 
Sir Harry Rawson and concurred in by all 
his colleagues as an Interim Report. How 
could it possibly be final in substance ? 
Because, although the recommendations 
contained in that interim Report were 
very clear and distinct in respect of five 
of the questions I had asked, yet they 
necessarily contained no estimate of the 
cost or the time involved ; and how ques- 
tions of this magnitude could finally be 
dealt with without taking into considera- 
tion the cost and time involved, I am at a 
loss to imagine. I consider it incumbent 
on me to say what I have said in respect 
to the recent speech of Mr. Bowles, but I 
should not be fair or courteous if I did not 
recognise the great ability and pains with 
which he has studied this question, and 
the cordial way in which up to that time 
he helped me. In my opinion, it is 
greatly to the advantage of the public 
service that this question should once for 
all have been thoroughly threshed out. 
Now the important criticism has been 


| made against the action of the Admiralty 


that, pending investigation, the works 
were not suspended. There are two 
courses which can be pursued—you can 
either stop the works which you may 
hereafter wish to resume, or you may 
allow the works to be continued which 
you may hereafter wish to suspend. 
Considering the state of those works and 
the great importance which my naval 
advisers attached to them, I had no hesi- 
tation in coming to the conclusion that 
the right course was to allow the policy 
deliberately adopted by two Cabinets to 
proceed until I found good reason to 
change it. 

When the interim Report of 30th 
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March reached me, and while the matter 
was being considered by the Admiralty 


and by the Cabinet, I did take all the | 


steps that lay open to me without sus- 
pending or breaking contracts, to prevent 
the contractor committing himself to 
any fresh expenditure in connection with 
the dock which was recommended to be 
suspended, one-third of the workshops, 
and the store houses; and I wish to 
acknowledge the ready way in which the 
contractor met me. Of course, I only 
entered into these negotiations on the 
understanding that no liability of the 
Government was to be involved. Now, 
not only did the Board of Admiralty 
appoint this Committee, but, as your 
Lordships will readily understand, every 
Member of the Board has given the most 
anxious and careful attention to the 
subject himself. All the Members of the 
Board were familiar with Gibraltar 
except two—myself and the Civil Lord. 
We both of us went to Gibraltar, and in 


addition I have been in close communica- | 


tion with Sir John Fisher, the Comman- 
der-in-Chief in the Mediterranean, and 
with Admiral Wilson, now commanding 
the Channel Squadron. Before I pass to 
the Report of the Committee and the 
decision of the Government I wish to 
summarise as regards two points which 
have not unnaturally given rise to public 
anxiety, the unanimous opinion of my 
naval advisers. It has been stated 
that without an eastern harbour Gibral- 
tar is a weakness and not a strength to 
this country, and it has been stated that 
in the absence of such a harbour the 
Mediterranean Fleet is paralysed in its 
strategy. From these two propositions 
my naval advisers unanimously and 
emphatically dissent, and, so far as Iam 
in a position to form a judgment, I 
entirely concur with them. 
to the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee. In both the interim and final 
Report it was most strongly recommended 
that a harbour and dock and certain 
workshops should be established on the 
eastern side of the Rock. In the interim 
Report it was recommended that all the 
works on the western side should be 
completed except one dock, one-third of 
the workshops, and the storehouses. In 


the final Report these recommendations | 


were modified both in respect of the dock 
The Earl of Selborne. 


I now pass | 
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and of the storehouses. The modifica- 


| tions were as follows— 


“ Tf serious delay is anticipated in construct- 
ing the eastern harbour and dock, it is sug- 
gested that No. 2 dock should be completed as 
originally sanctioned, such completion not 
obviating the necessity for the eastern harbour 
and dock.” 


In respect of the storehouses— 


“That the storehouses should be modified 
so far as to contain the stores mostly wanted 
for use in peace time, but chambers should be 
formed in the Rock for the storage of reserve 
stores and ordinary stores in war time.” 

I think the reason for these modifications 
lies on the surface. In respect of the 
stores it is obviously inconvenient to 
have to fetch from a great distance stores 
that are in immediate and hourly use and 
requirement. With respect to the second 
dock the modification is obviously caused 
by the estimates of the time involved in 
the construction of any works on the 
eastern side of the Rock. Now, my 
Lords, I wish to state most unhesitatingly 
what my view and that of my colleagues 
is as to the formation of the harbour on 
the eastern side. I have no hesitation 
in saying that the addition of such a 
harbour and dock would be a great ad- 
vantage to the Mediterranean Fleet in 
wartime. I say that, but I say it purely 
as an abstract proposition. The pro- 
position must be abstract for this reason 
—I have absolutely not the material on 
which to form a final judgment or to 
make recommendations such as a re- 
sponsible Minister could make to the 
Cabinet or Parliament on the subject. | 
cannot give any reliable estimate what- 
ever of the cost or the time which would 
be involved in construction. The Esti- 
mate of the Committee for the works 
they propose amounts to £5,320,000, 
and the time involved in construction is 
stated to be about ten years. I would 
point out at once that even if the esti- 
mate was a final one in respect of the 
works in question, it can in no sense be 
considered final as regards the whole 
liability’ involved, because it leaves out 
of account altogether any change in 
the disposition of the armament of the 
Rock, which would of course be necessi- 
tated by the creation of a harbour where 
none now exists. The estimate is based 
on Mr. Matthews’ report to the Com- 
mittee. 1 wish to say a word about Mr. 
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Matthew’s estimate. It was only under 
pressure from me, and at my personal 
request befere he joined the Committee, 
that that gentleman undertook to make 
any estimate at all. He said it was 
against his practice to make estimates 
when he had not the full material ; and 
it was only when I represented to him 
the great advantage which even the 
most rough estimate would be that he 
consented to do his best. Now, I wish 
to quote fully his report with this ex- 
planation. After stating his opinion 
that the cost of the dock and harbour 
would be £4,820,000, he goes on— 


“The foregoing estimates do not provide for 
the formation of a tunnel through the Rock 
connecting the west with the east side, nor for 
the formation of any chambers or storerooms 
adjacent to such tunnel, nor for any work- 
shops or stores in addition to those in the 
western dockyard which are recommended for 
execution in addition to those already con- 
structed. The estimates should be considered 
as approximate only, and subject to revision on 
the completion of the engineering survey, with 
borings, soundings, and other data, which wiil 
be required hereafter prior to framing reliable 
contract drawings and specifications for the 
works should it be decided to proceed with the 
same. It shouldalso be borne in mind that, 
although there is no indication of a travel of 
sand, or of shingle mixed wth sand, from north 
to south along the eastern face of the Rock, 
yet, in view of the enormous quantity of 
material of this description which lies to the 
northward of the Rock, it is most desirable that 
a comprehensive system of current observations 
should be carried out in connection with the 
engineering survey above referred to. The 
angles at which waves impinge on the shore 
on the eastern margin of the Rock during 
Levanters should also be noted. The plan of 
the harbour, and the positions and widths of 
the entrances indicated on the chart, should be 
reconsidered when these additional data are 
available, and the design modified, should 
change be considered necessary, with a view to 
obviate or mitigate shoaling or loss of depth, as 
far as it is practicable to do so, within the 
enclosed area after the completion of the 
harbour.” 


I have read this report at length because 
it is of the essence of the question, and 
the opinion of Mr. Matthews that we 
have not got reliable data to form any 
estimate as to the cost or time involved 
in the construction of the proposed har- 
hour, has been confirmed by an inter- 
view [had at Gibraltar with Mr. Stevens 
—the master attendant at Gibraltar. 
Mr. Stevens has been thirty years in 
that position. No vessel is allowed to 
enter the new western harbour or to 
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leave it except under his personal pilotage. 
[ asked the opinion of the Commander- 
in-Chief of the Mediterranean as to Mr. 
Stevens's knowledge of Gibraltar and 
its seas, and his answer was that his 
authority was perfectly unrivalled. Now, 
it has been represented to me that Mr. 
Stevens’s work lies on the western side 
and not on the eastern. That is per- 
fectly true, for the simple reason that 
the harbour is on the western side ; but 
it is also quite certain that no human 
being in existence has the same know- 
ledge of Gibraltar seas, west or east, as 
Mr. Stevens. And what Mr. Stevens, 
from his knowledge of thirty years, said 
was this, that, in his opinion, no work 
could be done on the construction of a 
harbour on the eastern side more than 
one day in two in any average year— 
that is to say, that half the working days 
in the year would be lost to any con- 
tractor who undertook a contract on the 
eastern side. He went on further to 
say that, in his opinion, even if such a 
harbour were once created, there would 
be some days on which he himself would 
not be responsible for taking a ship into 
it. What, then, is the position? We have 
Mr. Matthews giving an estimate which 
he says is purely a rough one. Mr. 
Stevens has given the opinion I have 
indicated. Now, in the face of that, how 
would it be possible for me to come to 
Parliament as a responsible Minister and 
make any proposals for the construction 
of a harbour on the eastern side? | 
simply have not got the material, and if 
I was rash enough to do so, what effect 
would this have on the contractor ? Why. 
he, of course, if so bold as to tender at all, 
would cover himself by some huge margin 
to prevent the loss to which he might 
possibly be exposed. 

The decision of the Government is to 
set all these doubts at rest; to have a com- 
plete survey, with bearings and sound- 
ings taken of the eastern side of the Rock, 
and to institute a careful series of ob- 
servations so that we may know exactly 
what is the set of the sea and how the 
currents run, and find how many days 
can be used in the year as working 
days,and how often the state of the sea 
prevents a contractor from working. 
When we have that knowledge, then, 
and not until then, shall we be in a posi- 
tion to form a reasonable and reliable 
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estimate on the subject. But when we 


have got this, when we know what such | 


work will really cost and the time re- 
quired for construction—I wish to say at 
once that, in my opinion, such work 
never can be considered apart from its 
cost—it never can be considered without 
relation to other calls upon the Ex- 
chequer, and, above all, it can never be 
considered except in relation to other 
requirements of the Navy. As regards 
the work on the western side, I must 
again trouble your Lordships with some 
extracts from the Report. Inthe Interim 
Report of 30th March there are three 
paragraphs bearing on the question. In 
the Interim Report of 30th March Sir 
Harry Rawson says— 

“The following propositions were unani- 
mously agreed to before entering into the 
work of the inquiry, namely :—(a) It is better 
to have a dock with risks than no dock at all; 
<b) even if the docks on either side of the Rock 
were not available in war time, they would con- 
tribute greatly to the successful issue of the 
war by the aid they would have given during 


peace to the repairs and efficiency of the Medi- | 
'dock on the western side in connection with 


terranean and Channel Squadrons.” 


Again— 

“(b) The site intended to have been occupied 
by No. 2 dock should be converted into a 
temporary camber for small boats, etc.; but, 
seeing that the coffer-dam is being formed so 
as to dry the area for No. 1 and No. 2 docks, 


an entrance should be constructed while the | 


area is so dried which would admit of the 
formation of a dock on this site, if required, | 
hereatter. without entailing the erection of a } 
special coffer-dam in connection therewith.” 


And, thirdly— 


“JT enclose replies to the questions which 
were referred to us, except in regard to the 
estimate of the additional cost involved and of 
the probable time required for completion of 
the proposed works on the eastern side. This 
will take some time to prepare; and Mr. , 
Matthews will do this in London, where we 
propose to meet later on in order to deal with 
this and some other matters which have arisen | 
out of our investigations. These will include a | 
consideration of Mr. Gibson Bowles’s proposal to 
provide at once a floating dock, to be placed 
inside the mole on the western side, there to 
remain pending the construction of the 
suggested works on the eastern side, and, if 
deemed advisable, for subsequent transfer to 

| 


that side.” 


Then, in the final Report of 16th May, | 
the Admiral says— 


“ Seeing that such along period must elapse | 
before a graving dock on the eastern side 
‘ 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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immediately providing a floating dock for 
Gibraltar has received our earnest attention, 
This has been considered in connection with 
the recommendation contained in my interim 
report to abandon No. 2 dock. Whilst a 
floating dock has undoubtedly many ad. 
vantages, amongst others, rapidity of construe. 
tion and, as in the case of Bermuda, 
adaptability to exceptional local conditions, it 
is unquestionably greatly inferior to a graying 
dock for [repairing battleships and large 
cruisers ; and, as far as Gibraltar is concerned, 


| the fact that it would have to occupya portion 


of the very limited and valuable space ayail- 
able in the western harbour for berthing 
ships of war, and could not possibly be used 
on the eastern side for at least six years— 
namely, until the harbour works were so far 
advanced as to give it adequate protection— 
precludes the recommendation of a floating 
dock for that place. To meet therequirements 
of the Mediterranean and Channel Squadrons, 
we are strongly of opinion that three docks 
should be provided at Gibraltar within the 
next few years. We have given our reasons 
for preferring a graving dock to a float- 


ing dock at this port. Should,  there- 
fore, any serious delay be anticipated 
in constructing a harbour and _ dock 


on the eastern side, we consider that it 
would be desirable to complete, No. 2 graying 


Nos. 1 and 3, as originally sanctioned. In the 
interim report we pointed out that a saving of 
only £250,000 would be effected by suspending 
the completion of No. 2 dock, and we recom- 
mended that the dock entrance should in any 
case be constructed while the present coffer- 
dam is in position,” 


Now, my Lords, His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have considered this question of 
whether it would be in consonance with 


the interests of the public service to sus- 


pend the construction of the dock on the 
western side. I have not only discussed 
that question at great length with my 
naval colleagues at the Admiralty, but 
I have consulted the Commander-in-Chief 
in the Mediterranean and the Admiral 
commanding the Channel Squadron ; 
and the whole of these distinguished 
sailors are unanimous in affirming that 
in their opinion, quite irrespective of war 


requirements and independently of any 


future works that may be constructed 
on the eastern side, three graving docks 
are urgently required at Gibraltar for the 
peace service of the Mediterranean and 
Channel Squadrons. What the admirals 
say is—that to maintain these squadrons 
ready for war they must have the use of 
these graving docks at Gibraltar in time 
of peace. In face of the unanimity of the 
recommendations of our naval advisers 
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the Government is not prepared to reject 
their advice, and we have determined to 
complete all the three docks at Gibraltar 
on the western side. The question then 
arose whether we could suspend the con- 
struction of one-third of the workshops. 
It was found that the whole of the plan 
as to workshops would be required for the 
three docks. We found it was not pos- 
sible to suspend any of that work. In 
respect to the storehouses we shall follow 
exactly the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee. Only the stores immediately 
required for daily use will be kept in low 
and cheap buildings on the western side 
of the rock. War stores and inflammable 
stores will be kept in chambers in the 
Rock, or in chambers on the eastern side 
of the Rock. In connection with these 
works Parliament will be asked to sanc- 
tion two supplementary provisions which 
were omitted from the original scheme. 
One is to provide quarters for workmen 


who will work on the docks, quarters that | 


will be erected in the most sheltered and 
convenient site, equally accessible from 
the eastern and western sides of the Rock. 
The second is to provide storage for the 
water necessary for the dockyard ser- 
vice. The site for water tanks will be 
on the eastern side of the Rock, so that 
the water can descend by gravitation to 
docks on the eastern or western side. 
In conclusion, I have only to say I wish 
to take the opportunity of tendering my 
most sincere thanks to Admiral Sir H. 
Rawson and his colleagues for the great 
assistance given to me in this matter— 
it is only one more service added to the 
many Sir H. Rawson has contributed to 
the welfare of his country. 


*Ear~t SPENCER: My Lords, I entirely 
endorse what the noble Earl has said as 
to the difficulties connected with this 
matter. In some respects I regret that 
a matter of this sort, which no doubt 
involves considerable international ques- 
tions, should be made the subject of dis- 
cussion in either House. I fully admit 
the noble Earl has treated this delicate 
subject, to use an official term, “ cor- 
rectly,” and I will endeavour to imitate 
him. I shall not make any remarks in a 
hostile spirit, but it is necessary to refer 
in the first place to the appointment of 
the Committee. The noble Earl assumes 
responsibility for this appointment, which 
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‘I had thought arose from exigencies of 
| business in another place. But, anyhow, 
| I cannot myself see that there was any 
| necessity for’ appointing such a Com- 
| mittee. When a subject is new and 
| information in a department is insufti- 
cient, such a Committee is desirable and 
| even necessary ; but in this case the sub- 
| ject has been threshed out, not once or 
| twice, but twenty times, and the Admi- 
_ralty is satiated with information on the 
question of works at Gibraltar. Long 
before I had the honour of filling the oftice 
now so ably held by the noble Earl it had 
been the subject of discussion, and Paper 
after Paper existed at the Admiralty on 
the subject ; further inquiry was held 
during the time I occupied the office, and 
during the time of my successor. The 
| noble Earl has at his call the best experts 
on the subject, and the decision the Com- 
mittee has now come to might have been 
arrived at long before. No doubt there 
was a new subject which was not con- 
sidered when | was at the Admiralty, 
and possibly not when the noble Visco unt 
was First Lord—experience of mobility 
of long-range guns combined with the 
effect of smokeless powder ; but the noble 
Earl knows that information was at his 
command from experts quite as well as 
through the Committee he appointed. 
Now I should like to say how far the 
Board over which I had the honour to 
preside was responsible for the present 
position of affairs at Gibraltar. One part 
of the policy that Board followed, and to 
which I personally attach the greatest 
importance, was increased accommoda- 
tion for large fleets at home and abroad, 
and also the defence of those fleets when 
in harbour from the modern mode of 
naval warfare, namely, the dangerous 
and subtle attacks of torpedoes. In 
order to carry this out we obtained the 
sanction of Parliament to increased dock 
accommodation and defensive works 
at Portsmouth and at Plymouth, where, 
also, enormous works were initiated. 
We also rendered safe from attack 
the splendid harbour of Portland. 
Parliament also agreed to the construc- 
tion of a harbour at Dover and to large 
works at Gibraltar. We thought it would 
add greatly to thestrength of our Navy 
and be most useful to the ships in the 
Mediterranean and the Channel Fleet if 
some means of docking ships existed at 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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Gibraltar ; and though, in the first 
instance, we only provided for one dock 
before we left office words were inserted 
in the Naval Works Act to give us in 
future the choice of more than one dock. 
I wish particularly to say that I attach 
immense importance to this. Gibraltar 
is one of the most important places in 
the whole of the Empire. If we had not 
Gibraltar we should break up the 
strongest link in the chain which unites 
our position in the Mediterranean, the 
Atlantic, and the Channel. It is, there- 
fore, of the utmost importance that we 
should maintain Gibraltar and make it a 
secure harbour for our fleets, and a 
harbour where repairs can be made in 
case of necessity. We considered all 
the questions of risk carefully, and also all 
the questions between East and West, 
and came to the conclusion that it was 
imperative upon us for various reasons, 
reasons of time and safety, to go on with 
the work on the west side rather than 
the east. 
that there were some risks to be borne 
from land on certain occasions——-we 
hoped they would be remote occasions—— 
and we wished that nothing, whether 
in time of peace or war, should escape us 
as to the security and safety of Gibraltar 
as a harbour for our fleet ; and we de- 
cided that whatever risk there was (and 
some risk was admitted), it was far better 
to run that risk than leave Gibraltar in 
the position in which she was when we 
found her. It was absolutely essential 
that protective works against torpedo 
attacks should be made, and we thought 
the improvements we recommended 
were essential for the future of the fleet. 
I will not go through the details, but 
the total cost of the works which Parlia- 
ment sanctioned by the Naval Works 
Act, 1895, was £1,445,000 to be spent 
in that way. The works which Viscount 
Goschen proposed when First Lord of the 
Admiralty exceeded ours by close on 
three millions of money. I admit that a 
part of that—the £669,000 for the com- 
mercial harbour—is repayable. I should 
have hesitated before making this large 
increase; at the same time it is 
possible that if I had been in office and 
had before me the papers which the noble 
Viscount had, I should have agreed to 
this extra work. But it is remarkable 


that, although the House of Commons 
Earl Spencer. 
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‘passed it, they did so without any free 
or independent discussion. I do not 
charge the noble Viscount with wishing 
the closure to be applied ; but when this 
Bill came on there was a long preliminary 
discussion on the schedule. The closure 
was moved and carried, and no discussion 
took place on the additional items which 
the noble Viscount proposed. As to the 
Report of the Committee, it is not for me 
to go into the questions which have arisen 
between the noble Earl and Mr. Gibson 
Bowles. That is a matter entirely 
between them, and I should not venture 
on such sacred ground. 

I do not know whether it is worth 
while to go into the question of whether 
the First Lord of the Admiralty should 
have interfered with the contract, and 
stopped the works. On the whole, the 
noble Earl’s explanation seems satisfac- 
tory on that point. As the Government 
have gone so far in carrying out these 
works, it would be a pity that they 
should not now be finished. The most 
important point in the Report of the 
Committee is the recommendation that 
eventually a large harbour should be 
made on the eastern side. If I rightly 
understand the First Lord he does not 
wish to give an abstract opinion against 
a harbour on the eastern side, as 
he considers that more  informa- 
ation is reuired. I rejoice to 
hear the decision of the Government 
on that point. It is not only the 
cost of the works on the western side 
amounting to £4,500,000, but if the 
eastern harbour is made in addition it 


/cannot be done for less than £6,000,000. 


That money will be readily voted, 
but it would be a great mistake if, 


because of the willingness to vote the 
moneys, the Government adopt a plan 
which, in cooler moments, they would 
not have considered necessary. If it 
is absolutely essential to have another 
large dockyard for the Mediterranean 
and Channel Fleets, I shall agree to 
it, but I should like to ask whether 
there may not be some other places 
where this could be done to greater 
advantage. We have Malta, but in 
many ways Malta is not so suitable 
as Gibraltar. Then we have to con- 
sider that the eastern site is not 
wholly free from the risks to which the 
western side is exposed. I doubt whether 
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the Committee were right in recommend- 
ing this harbour on the eastern side. 
His Majesty’s Navy cannot have har- 
pours everywhere, and we must con- 
sider where the money which is required 
can be best invested. I entirely endorse 


the recommendations which His Majesty’s | 
Government are going to adopt, and 


rejoice that they are not, at present, 
at all events, going to commit themselves 
to this enormous expenditure on the) 
eastern side. There is one remark 
which I feel I ought to make, as it 
involves a principle of very great im- 
portance. The noble Earl strengthened | 
the position he took up, not only by | 
quoting the opinions of the Naval Lords 
whom he hasfor his advisers onthe Board | 
of Admiralty, but he also quoted definitely 
the opinions of my most distinguished | 
friend the Commander-in-Chief in 
the Mediterranean and that able man 
who commands the Channel Squadron. 
From my official experience I rather 
deprecate the use of the opinions of 
persons in responsible positions, such 
as Commanders-in-Chief in the Medi-| 
terranean. The noble Earl speaks for 
the Board of the Admiralty, and that is 
perfectly correct. But, if on one occasion | 
he quotes the opinions of the Commander- 
in-Chief in one place and of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief in another place when 
he agreed with them, ,will it not some- 


consult the Admiralty Board and the 
Cabinet and be unable to follow the 
advice of one of these admirals, and in | 
that case will not the absence of opinion 
be remarked and difficulties arise from 
it? I feel strongly on this matter, and 
I cannot pass by entirely the manner in 
which the noble Earl, in his otherwise 
admirable and judicious speech, referred | 
to this particular Commander-in-Chief. 


Viscount GOSCHEN: My Lords, I 
am afraid that your Lordships will 
think the multiplicity of ex-First Lords 
in this House may tend on naval questions 
to the prolongation of your debates, but 
I trust it will not always be necessary. | 
But on this occasion I think it may be | 
expected, especially after the speech | 
of the noble Earl, and the manner in | 
which the works initiated in 1896 | 
have been commented upon, that [| 
should make some remarks. I assure | 
your Lordships that they shall be as | 
[FourTH SERIES. ] 
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brief as possible. I will not traverse all 
the ground which has been traversed 
by previous speakers. The question 
of the works at Gibraltar was brought 
to my notice a fortnight after I took 
office at the Admiralty in 1895. The 
point which was then put before me 
was the lengthening of No. 1 Dock, 
one of the docks which was in the 
programme, and in the Naval Works 
Bill of my predecessor. Before a fort- 


night had elapsed the larger scheme, 


in its broad proportions, which has 
been carried out since 1896 was put 
before me by my naval colleagues, and 
my naval colleagues were the same as 


| those who had been the colleagues of my 


noble friend opposite. Therefore the 
matter of these more extended works, 
with regard to which the noble Lord 
doubts whether he should himself have 
assented, was brought to the Board and 
placed before me at the moment of my 
accession to office by the strong Board 
of Admiralty which were then associated 
with the First Lord. Let me remind 
the House of the names of that Board 
—Sir Frederick Richards, Sir John 
Fisher, Sir Frederick Bedford (now 
Commander-in-Chief on the American 
station), and Admiral Noel (late in 
command of the Cretan squadron). It 
will be admitted that there can be no 
objection to mentioning these names 
as the names of those who were the 
colleagues of the First Lord and com- 
manded, most justly and to a very high 
degree, the confidence of the naval 
service, and, I believe, the confidence 
of the country also. They placed this 
broader scheme before me. The noble 
Earl said that for that extension I was 
distinctly responsible. [ not only accept 
that responsibility, but I rejoice in the 
action, under the advice given to me, 
which I took at that time. But for 
that we should not have the works at 
Gibraltar advanced to the point where 
we find them now. So urgent did the 
Board at that time consider the question 
of progress being made with the Gibraltar 
works that they held a special Board to 
assign the order of importance of all 
the works which were then before the 
Admiralty, and the first in that order 
were these works at Gibraltar. 

Now, the noble Earl the First Lord 
of the Admiralty has placed before the 
House a general description of those 
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works. The noble Earl has stated 
that up to that time the expenditure 
had been estimated at about £1,400,000. 
We added to that for two other docks, 
for the workshops, and store-houses, 
and the other requirements for the 
repairs and up-keep of the Fleet. the sum 
of £2,300,000, exclusiveof the commercial 
mole which has been alluded to. That 
is the scheme which was placed before 
me at once. I need not say that I did 
not accept it off-hand. It was necessary 
to thresh it out in every possible detail. 
Nor could any decision be taken before 
another Naval Works Bill was introduced, 
and the interval was utilised for the 
further investigation of the whole of the 
question. I may say that though the 
works had been put in the Naval Works 
Bill, for the protective works no con- 
tracts had at that time been made, , 
for it was still an open question whether 
the moles and protective works should 
be completed, if there was any competi- 
tion, upon the eastern side. I said that 
there was time at our disposal for con- 
sidering these works. and I have been 
astonished to see that it was considered 
possible that the Board of Admiralty 
of that day should have assented to and | 
proposed the extension of these works 
without considering the exposure to fire 
of the docks. It is inconceivable how 
any critics could have thought that a 
matter of that kind could have been 
overlooked. I can assure your Lordships 
that the whole policy was considered 
minutely, strategically, administratively, 
technically, in every possible aspect. 
It was not only considered by the Admi- 
ralty, but the highest authorities at the 
War Office were once more consulted, the 
Defence Committee had several meetings | 
with regard to it. the range of the land 
batteries was carefully calculated and put 
before us—the land batteries which 
would command the docks, and, on the 
other hand, the range of the guns on the 
Rock which might reply to those batteries. 
Every point of that kind was considered, 
not only that, but all the combinations 
which might possibly take place, inter- 
nationally or diplomatically—the forces 
which might be arrayed against us. 
or the forces which might be arrayed 
on our side. I do not think that any 
point was overlooked. . Therefore, if we | 
made a mistake—and I do not think | 
after this Report it will be thought that | 
Viscount Goschen. 
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we did make amistake; and I do not think 
that opinions have been expressed that 
we did make a mistake—we made a 
mistake with our eyes open with refer- 
ence to the exposure to fire of the docks 
in certain circumstances. 


I associate myself with every word 
of that judicious portion of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty’s speech with 


regard to Spain. We regarded Spain 
precisely in the same manner as he has 
regarded that country—as a_ friendly 
Power—and we should refuse to consider 
that it should be looked upon as a neces- 
sity that in every case Spain—a friendly 
Power—would be arrayed against us. 
It is a very delicate matter to discuss 
these strategical questions, which must 
involve diplomatic questions, in public, 
and I hope that nothing has been said, 
nor will be said, which will in any degree 
prejudice the good feeling which has 





‘happily existed between this country 


and Spain. And I also associate myself 
with the noble Earl in saying that it is 
impossible to put the public in entire 
possession of this case, because those 
who are responsible must speak witlr a 
great amount of reserve. But there are 
certain of the pros and cons which can 
be stated without offending against that 
principle. One of the guiding motives 
which inspired us to embark on this 
larger plan on the western side was the 
question of time. As regards time, 
we had all the matters investigated, we 
had all the materials, the work had been 
begun on the western coast, the work 
was easier, the moles could be constructed 
with greater facility, the engineering 
difficulties were all known, and on the 
eastern side were those formidable diffi- 
culties which were explained by the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. We had to deal 
with the question of time. and your 
Lordships will observe that if the docks 
were put on the western side it was 
necessary to proceed with the harbour 
on the western side, and if the harbour 
were put on the eastern _ side 
docks would have to be _ built 
there, because you cannot have dock 
without a harbour, or a harbour withou 
docks. Now, we were told that on the 
eastern side it might take ten, fifteen, or 
twenty years to build the necessary 
works, including the docks, and especially 
the protective works against the Levanters 
—the wind which blows so continually 
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on that coast. In the meantime, was, time of peace. That is a point which has 
our Fleet to remain without protection | been overlooked by many of our critics ; 
against torpedo attack on the western | but it was placed before us in 1896, as it 
side? The north coast of Africa was| has been placed before my noble friend 
studded with torpedo stations. The! the First Lord, that the efficiency of the 
works on the western side could be com-| fleet in the Mediterranean and of the 
pleted in five years, so that, a torpedo} Channel Squadron when ordered to the 
attack would be impossible. The works | Mediterranean would be to a great degree 
on the eastern side would not be com- dependent upon there being docks where 
pleted probably in fifteen years. Were | the ships could be docked. I think it 
we, therefore, to run the risk of keeping | was stated by Sir John Fisher, the 
our Fleet without the necessary protec-| Controller at that time, that to have the 
tion on the western side, though there | ships with clean bottoms would make a 
was some exposure to fire? We were | difference of one knot in their speed. I 
not prepared to take the responsibility | put it to your Lordships what a very 
of so long a delay before our Fleet would | important point that is. With so many 


be able to rest secure from torpedo 
attack. 
I accept responsibility for what was 


done on the western side, and I claim a 


certain amount of credit for the progress 
which has been made. 


protective works, have now reached such 
a point that the Mediterranean Fleet 


can rest secure already on the western | 


side of Gibraltar. The works have been 


brought up to such a point above the | 


leve! of the sea that the ships are now 
safe against torpedo attack, and good 


progress has been made with the docks. | 
It may be asked—the noble Earl has | 


asked—“ If you proceeded with the 
protective works, was it necessary to 


have the three docks and the workshops | 


which you added to the programme of 
your predecessors ? ”” 


the Admiralty and the Report of the 
Committee which has been inquiring 
into the matter. It is clear from what 


he said and from what they said that the | 


necessity of docks in the Mediterranean 
was urgent and imperative. The noble 
Earl alluded to Malta, but Malta has its 
own work to do. 


docks. Therefore, we determined to 


The works which | 
we determined to proceed with, the) 


For an answer to | 
that question I refer your Lordships to | 
the speech of the present First Lord of | 


It has no dock accom- | 
modation to spare, and it is very difficult | 
to find space there for an increase in | 


battleships it is necessary that a certain 
/ number should be able to be docked at 
|the same time. Fancy, with a war 
impending, each battleship having to 
| wait its turn, probably for weeks, before 
it could be put into a dock in which it 
might be made more efficient for the 
coming conflict. Therefore, quite apart 
from the question of exposure to fire and 
what might happen in time of war, | 
claim that it is most important to have 
these docks, and that on no account 
should any delay take place in their com- 
pletion. 

I greatly rejoice at the decision at 
which my noble friend and the Govern- 
ment have arrived to complete the docks 
as they were intended to be completed. 
Even if immediate progress were to be 
made on the eastern side, even if there 
were not those stupendous difficulties 
which have been placed before your 
Lordships, nevertheless to have these 
three docks ready within a few years 
seems to me well worth the £300,000 
| which is the additional cost, and which 
/is the only amount that would be saved 
| by any change of plan. I cannot con- 
| ceive that it would be wise to suspend the 
| construction of these docks for the sake 
of that comparatively small sum when 
the gigantic sums necessary for the 
works on the eastern side are taken into 
consideration. I therefore rejoice that 





proceed with the docks ; and, looking | the appointment of the Committee has 
now to the fact that there are forty | led to the confirmation of the view that 
vessels in the Mediterranean, I say it is| these docks, notwithstanding their expo- 
fortunate that we took that decision and | sure to fire, are necessary in time of peace. 
that the docks will be ready as quickly | Both the noble Earl opposite and the 
as they will be on the western side of First Lord have alluded to the change 
Gibraltar. The First Lord of the Admi-| in the situation which may have arisen, 
ralty has shown with conclusive force | and which no doubt has arisen to a great 
how necessary it is to have docks even in| extent, through our knowledge of the 
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greater mobility of the Boer guns and|in my mind. The work there has been 
their range ; but I am bound to say that | going on for five years already under an 
we did consider the range not only of the | energetic contractor, doing all he can, 
6in. gun but also of the Yin. gun in 1896, | but under adverse conditions of wind and 
and we also had to consider—I wish to! sea, and, nevertheless, hardly any pro- 
be quite frank with the House—that the | gress at all has been made in these works 
low hills on part of the land would hide | under water. It is almost impossible 
the operations of hostile batteries in | to make any safe estimate as regards time, 
exactly the same way, and create exactly | and I am sure that the public will be satis- 
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the same difficulty as smokeless powder 
creates. We had to face these difficulties 
in connection with the geographical 
features of Gibraltar. With reference 
to the eastern side, I confess we did not 
get so far as to consider the question of 
cost, but we did consider the question of 
time, as I have already stated ; and we 
also had this very important point before 


us—that in certain combinations the | 


western side is more exposed to fire than 
the eastern side, but that the eastern side, 
if we were at war only with a nayal 
Power, is more exposed to fire from ships 
than the western side. 

On the eastern side we had these 
difficulties: unlimited time before the 
works could be completed, the amount 
of money, which could not be calculated, 
as its cost, no perfect protection, against 
fire, even from the land side, when com- 
pleted, and more exposure to sea fire if 
we were engaged in war with a naval 
Power. These were the arguments 


raised on the one side and on the other. | 


We were perfectly aware of the great 
responsibility we were taking in deciding 
in favour of the western side, and I can 


only say, in conclusion, that I think the | 


Government have taken a very wise 
course with reference to the eastern 
side. My noble friend has taken the 


House and the public into his confidence | 


in regard to the whole of the difficulty, 
and he has stated that he will make all 


the necessary investigations to see what | 


are the possibilities on that side. And 
it is a wise thing to do, whatever the 
results may be, because it will settle a 
question which otherwise might con- 
tinue to be debated for years to come. 
I think it will be a very long time before 
these investigations are concluded, and 
that, when they are concluded and the 
whole matter is worked out, the maxi- 
mum of the time supposed to be necessary 
rather than the minimum will be found 
to be that which ought to be taken into 
calculation, I have the works at Dover 


Viscount Goschen. 


‘fied that my noble friend has taken a 
| wise course in making these investiga- 
tions. He stated as an abstract proposi- 
|tion that his naval advisers and he him- 
‘self are unanimously in favour of an 
‘eastern harbour. 


Tue Eart or SELBORNE: I said it 


/ would be an additional advantage. 


ViscounT GOSCHEN : Yes, quite so ; 
'an additional advantage, and not an 
‘alternative. I associate myself entirely 
'with that view. Sir Frederick Richards 
| said it was a pious wish on his part also 
| that there should be an eastern as well as 
'a western harbour ; but he would not 
| have consented for a moment to delay 
‘the works on the western side; and | 
| rejoice that the western works are to be 
completed, and that that is the result of 
the Committee which was appointed 
by my noble friend. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Seven of the clock, till 
to-morrow, a quarter before 
Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 27th June, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. (By Orper.) 

Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
he had no intention to oppose the Bills 
but he did desire to point out that it con- 
tained some very extraordinary pro- 
_visions. It was an omnibus Bill, and he 
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could not understand why the promoter, 
should have mixed up so many totally 
different things in a measure, the chief 
object of which was to construct a railway 
fromGooldscrosstoCashel. He wasentirely 
in sympathy with the construction of new 
railways, because he held that they 


wanted more railway facilities in Ireland. | 


The way in which private railway Bills 
were dealt with in that House was most 
extraordinary. The promoters intro- 
duced them, and never took the slightest 
trouble to explain their provisions ; 
Parliament was supposed to take it for 
granted that the promoters were purely 
philanthropie individuals acting solely 


in the public interest, and it was conse- | 


quently expected to pass their schemes 
without explanation or discussion. He 
was, for one, entirely opposed to that 
method of railway legislation, and he 


thought it was the duty of the promoters | 


of Bills to explain their objects. Hence 
he was affording them an opportunity 
to do that on the Bill now ,before the 
House. What was the object of this 
Bill? It was— 

“to enable the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company to make an extension rail- 
way to Cashel and a branch railway to the 
Curragh siding; to execute certain other 


works; to acquire additional lands ; to transfer | 


to and vest in the Company the undertakings 
of the Limerick and Kerry Railway Company ; 
and of the Rathkeale and Newcastle Junction 


Railway Company; to raise additional capital ; | 


and for other purposes.” 

Now, as he said, he entirely approved the 
proposal to construct new railways, but 
there were other matters included in the 
Bill to which he felt bound to call the 
attention of the House, notwithstanding 
the fact that hon. Members did not look 
with approval on incursions made by 


private Bill business on the time of the | 
House. But this Bill was concerned | 


in the granting of a monopoly to certain 


railway companies, and time might use- | 


fully be spent in examining the proposal. 
It proposed to hand over to the company 
the best part of Ireland. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.): 


Question. 


Mr. FIELD: We consider the south 
the best part. We do not think the 
north is. 


Mr. JORDAN: We do. 
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Mr. FIELD (continuing) said that in 
connection with the acquirement of the 
Rathkeale and Newcastle Junction Rail- 
way he could see no provision to secure 
that the public interests in no way 
suffered. Then there was a_ proposal 
‘to divert and alter a certain road and 
to stop up an existing level crossing, and 
to construct and maintain a new level 
crossing in the townland of Kiltorcan, 
in the parish of Derrynahinch, in the 
‘county of Kilkenny; but that matter 
he felt he might safely leave in the hands 
of the Kilkenny people ; they were best 
qualified to look after their own interests. 
The Great Southern and Western Com- 
pany was posing as a public benefactor, 
but he found that they were calling on a 
| public authority to find a sum of £35,000 
a year. Then he came to Sub-section 19, 
'which he would read to the House— 

‘“* And whereas it is expedient to confirm the 
agreement between the Southern Hotels 
Limited and the Company contained in the 
First Schedule to this Act, and that the Com- 
pany should be authorised to purchase and carry 
on the business of the Southern Hotels Limited. 
| Now, he was not altogether in favour 

of these hotel undertakings, although 
possibly in this particular instance it was 
the best thing that could be done. Un- 
doubtedly these railway hotels had con- 
ferred considerable benefit on the com- 
munity by providing accommodation for 
tourists to Ireland; but still it was a 
| wrong principle that railway companies 
should get monopolies of hotels, docks, 
canals, and kindred undertakings, for 
if that continued the time might come 
when the whole country and Parliament 
itself would be at their mercy. In con- 
nection with the acquirement of land and 
the rehousing of the labouring classes 
proposed to be dishoused, he understood 
that the Local Government Board regu- 
lations would apply in this case, and 
|that the company would be expected 
to meettheir requirements in thatrespect. 
| Still it should be borne in mind that past 
| experience had proved railway companies 
'to be very lacking in that respect, and 
he hoped, therefore, that the Local 
| Government Board would keep this com- 
| pany up to the mark. Very important 
was Clause 26, which read as follows— 

| “The consideration for the transfer of the 
| undertaking of the Kerry Company to the 
| Company shall be the payment of the sum of 


| two hundred and eighty thousand pounds and 
the consideration for the transfer of the under- 


{ 
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taking of the Rathkeale Company to the Com-| at the time of the amalgamation the 
pany shall be the payment of the sum of one company promised the Cattle Traders’ 


hundred and thirty-three thousand three hun- | age A 
dred and thirty-three pounds six shillings and | Association they would remedy. That 


eightpence and such sums respectively shall be promise, like all others, had not been 
paid on the date of vesting or within one month | kept. As to the omission with regard to 
thereafter to the liquidators of the Kerry | the building of the railway from Cork to 
Company and the Rathkeale Company respec- F 11 n a i] 

tively and such sums are hereinafter referred | *TMOY, the Cork County Council, the 
to as ‘the purchase moneys,’ and the receipts| Cork Corporation, and the Harbour 


of such liquidators shall bea good andsufficient Board had had a series of indignation 
discharge;to the Company for the payment of | meetings, but without result. The rail- 
the purchase moneys. If the said respective sums : . 
be not paid by the Company on the date of W&Y company were absolutely throwing 
vesting the Company shall pay to the liqui-/ away the money guaranteed by the 
dators of the two Companies respectively | Treasury, and continued to refuse to 
interest on the amount of unpaid cash due to | redeem their promise to build the railway. 
them or either of them at the rate of three per | I er: he sammetel that a 
centum per annum from thesaid dateup tothe | 77 Conclusion, he suger sted that the 
date of payment provided that nothing herein- | Cashel scheme should have been brought 


betore contained with reference to the payment forward separately, and to that there 
er a Ler any rights of the liqui-| woyld have been no opposition, but a 
ators to take proceedings to enforce payment : cis : 
of the purchase moneys.” | great many other matters in the Bill 
required to be very fully discussed. He 
Thus the consideration for the transfer | moved the rejection of the Bill. 
of the undertaking of the Kerry Company | 
was to be a payment of £280,000, and for Amendment proposed— 
the Rathkeale Company £133,333 6s, 8d. | “To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
The reason he opposed the Bill was that end of the Question to add the words ‘this 
he had not the slightest faith in the day three months.’”—(Mr, Field.) 
bargains made by railway companies, 
as apparently agreements and arrange-| Question proposed, “ That the word 
ments made under Parliamentary sane- ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
tion were not considered in the slightest 7 
degree binding upon them. The com-| Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
panies made their promises, obtained their , W.), in seconding, complained of the 
Bills, and then did absolutely as they Bill mixing up such questions as the 
liked. That was a strong statement. building of the Cashel Railway, which 
but it was absolutely true. The House all were anxious to have, and the com- 
of Commons ought not to be made the pletion of the purchase of the Kerry 
tool of any railway company, and the Railway. By the Act of 1873 the Kerry 
arrangements made ought to be carried | Railway was started, the Kerry Grand 
out. The hon. Member was about to | Jury guaranteeing £120,000 to help for- 
refer to an agreement made by the ward the building of the line. Limerick 
Great Southern and Western Railway also guaranteed a large sum, and by 
when—— /means of these guarantees the railway 
'was built. The grand juries extracted 
Mr. SPEAKER ruled that the matter |°¢'tain securities from the railway com- 
panies, and one was that if the com- 
panies made at any time a profit of more 
‘than five per cent. the counties of 
| Limerick and Kerry should have the first 
. ‘charge upon it. During the time the 
Mr. FIELD thought the point was ger- | ew had been in a it had not 
mane, inasmuch as the larger portion of | jn any year made a profit, and the conse- 
the Bill related to the purchase of the | quence was that Kerry and Limerick 
Kerry and the Rathkeale Railways—a had been contributing for twenty years. 
matter which was dealt with under the | Kerry had paid £32,000 and Limerick 
amalgamation scheme, but in deference to | ahout £12,000. The Act of 1873 pro- 
the ruling of the Speaker he would not | yided that the counties of Limerick and 
pursue the point. Another matter was | Kerry had a prior right to any earnings 
the scandalous time occupied in bringing | the company might make over 5 per 
cattle short distances, a grievance which /cent.; but, notwithstanding the fact 


Mr. Field. 


was not revelant to the Bill under con- 
sideration, as it related to another trans- 
action altogether. 





thi 
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45 Great Southern and 


that it was agreed upon all hands that 
the counties of Limerick and Kerry had 
a prior right to those earnings, the Bill 
before the House made no _ provision 
whatever to guarantee to those counties 
that the same rights which they enjoyed 
under the old Bills should be continued 
under the new. It had been laid down 
in the House of Lords that, although 
there was great difficulty in interpreting 
some of the old clauses, on this particular 
point of a prior right there was no doubt 
that the guarantee counties had a first 
charge on the profits. All parties were 
agreed that the counties referred to had 
a prior right, and now, when the line was 
being sold, they were simply asking that 
that prior right should be secured in the 
new Act. It was admitted that the 
rights of the counties were prior to the 
rights of the shareholders or other credi- 
tors, but, instead of making that right 
plain and avoiding the expense which 
would naturally follow, they were asked 
to be satisfied with leaving out this clause 
giving the counties a prior right, which 
everybody admitted was just, and allow 
the courts to decide afterwards whether 
the rights of the counties were prior to 
the rights of the other creditors. This 
measure ought to be decided upon its 
merits and should not be left to the 
lawyers, who expected to profit by it. 
What they wanted was a clause inserted 
similar to the one which stood in his 
name, which would make this company 
carry out what was provided for in 
the former Act of 1873. His point 
was that the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company were not 
asking them to do this in an honest and 
straightforward manner. The Amalga- 
mation Act of 1900 pledged this company 
to insert a clause to the effect that the 
guarantee counties would not be injured, 
but in face of this, and in spite of eminent 


counsel’s opinion that these counties had 


a prior right, this company refused to 
insert a clause which would have simpli- 
fied the measure and which would have 
guaranteed to those counties what was 
provided by former Acts. The County 
Council of Kerry had presented a petition 
against this Bill, and representatives 
from Kerry and Limerick were heard 
before a Committee of the House of Lords, 
but the influence of the railway com- 


panies was so great that it was useless 


{27 JuNE 1901} 


Western Railway Bill. 46 


for the representatives of the ratepayers 
to go there to attempt to safeguard 
public interests. He trusted that both 
sides of the House would look at the Bill 
from a thorough business standpoint, 
and they ought not to permit the House 
of Commons to be made the mere servants 
of a railway company. 


Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) 
said he had listened to the hon. Member 
for the St. Patrick Division of Dublin for 
nearly half an hour, and he had not been 
able to gather whether he was in favour 
of or against the Bill. The hon. Member 
made the unusual complaint that this 
railway company had been spending 
money upon establishing new hotels in 
Ireland. He should have thought that 
if there was one thing Irishmen were 
agreed upon it was the action of railway 
companies in establishing hotels to en- 
courage tourists to visit Lreland to spend 
their money in that country. The hon. 
Member had objected to the Bill on the 
ground that it was an omnibus Bill, but 
he ought to know that three or four Bills 
would enormously increase the expense 
of promoting the schemes in the House 
of Commons. The promoters of the 
measure did not wish that money should 
be spent in that way. The hon. Member 
who seconded the resolution raised an 
objection with regard to the priority 
rights of the Limerick and Kerry County 
Councils. Kerry County Council could 
petition against the Bill, and they would 
be heard before the Committee. Limerick 
County Council had withdrawn their 
opposition to the Bill. The Bill had 
passed the other House, and only now 
awaited the consideration of the House 
otf Commons. 


*Mr. OSSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.) said that if this Bill did not become 
law the position of the ratepayers of the 
county of Limerick with respect to the 
money paid by them in accordance with 
their baronial guarantee for the work- 
ing of the Limerick and Kerry line was 
perfectly clear. They had a charge on 
the railway, and the net receipts from 
the same, for the money so_ paid. 
Section 61 of the Limerick and Kerry 
Railway Act 1873, said— 

‘‘ Tf any moneys shall have been paid or con- 
tributed by the said counties or baronies under 
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the provisions of this Act, all such moneys, 


together with the costs and expenses of levying | 


the same, shall be, as and from the dates of 
the respective payments of the same, charged 
upon the railway and the net receipts from the 
same.” 

What were net receipts? It might do 
no harm to read what Section 3 of the 
Act said. Section 3 defined the net 
assets, namely— 

* The net receipts arising from the railway 
after paying the working expenses thereof and 
before the payment ot any principal, dividends, 
or interest in loans, mortgages. debentures, 


debenture stock, or other capital or debts of 
| Furthermore, he had the following letter 


the company.” 

They wanted to see that charge of 
priority properly safeguarded. The 
amounts due in respect of the priority 
charges were—to county Limerick 
£12,000, and to county Kerry £32,000. 
If this Bill became law and the sale was 
carried through, unless a clause were 
inserted in it giving effect to this charge 
of priority which they and the rate- 





payers of the county of Kerry un-: 


had, directing that their 
respective county councils be paid 
as a first charge out of the 
proceeds of the sale, then, he main- 
tained, their position was not so clear. 
It might be argued on behalf of the 
Government that the Bill safeguarded 
the interests of the ratepayers, and that 
there was no necessity for a special clause 
to that effect. If that was the conten- 
tion, what harm would there be in in- 
serting a clause to make the matter clear ? 
He held that Clause 31 in the Bill bear- 
ing on the point was not at all plain. The 
clause said— 

‘From and after the date of vesting all 
rights and obligations of the Company and of 
the counties of Limerick and Kerry respectively 
in respect of the guarantee created by the 
Limerick and Kerry Railway Acts 1873 and 
1877 and any other Act or Acts of the 
Kerry Company relating thereto shall wholly 
cease and determine provided always that 
nothing herein contained shall prejudice or 
affect the rights of the said counties to obtain 
repayment in the winding-up of the Kerry 
Company out of the said purchase money of 
such sum or sums as they may previous to the 
date of vesting have paid or have become liable 
to pay on foot of the said guarantee provided 
further that the Company shall by virtue of 
this Act be wholly freed trom any liability in 
respect of the said payment on foot of the said 
guarantee or otherwise howsoever in the 
matter.” 


In that clause there was not a word about 


doubtedly 


the priority claims of the two counties. ; 


Mr, O'Shaughnessy. 
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That seemed to him curious. He thought 
the ratepayers’ rights were not at all 
properly preserved. He was borne out 
in this opinion by high authority. Mr. 


Taylor, K.C., counsel to the Limerick 


County Council, in giving his opinion, 
said— 
“Tam clearly of opinion that the opposition. 


' ought to be continued and a short declaratory 


clause, such aS was agreed upon by Mr. 
Blennerhassett and myself, ought to be brought 
up so as to set the question at rest, and to 
obviate litigation in the future. This seems to 


' me a most reasonable request, and one that the 


Committee ought to grant.” 


from the solicitor to the Kerry County 
Council on the matter, and as it exactly 
represented the position of the Limerick 
County Council he would read it. This 
gentleman said— 

“We do not ask for any priority that we 

would not be entitled to under the existing 
state of things. What we ask is—that our 
rights shall in no way be prejudiced by a rule 
of the Limerick and Kerry line to the Great 
Southern and Western Railway, and we merely 
want a clause to that effect inserted in the 
Bill. Our counsel advises us that as the Bill 
is drawn our rights are not preserved, and if 
we do not succeed in securing these rights by 
a clause it would be better for the Council that 
the Bill was thrown out altogether. If this 
should happen the counties are advised that 
they must be repaid in full out of the £8,400 a 
year which the G. S. and W. Co. are bound to 
pay in perpetuity under the agreement 
sanctioned by the Amalgamation Act of 1900, 
and which is set out in the Schedule to that 
Act. Of course, we do not want the Bill 
thrown out if a clause properly preserving our 
rights is inserted in the Bill.” 
The House would see then that there 
was every necessity that the ratepayers’ 
interests should be safeguarded, especi- 
ally when they considered the financial 
position of the railway company— 
that its liabilities exceed its assets. 
He would like to ask the responsible 
Minister whether he would give an assur- 
ance that the two sums which he had 
mentioned as due to the county councils 
of Limerick and Kerry would be paid as a 
first charge, after paying working ex- 
penses, out of the proceeds of the sale 
of the line. The answer to that question 
would, to a very large extent, determine 
how he was to act in this matter. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said experience 
of the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company showed that unless: 
they were tied hand and foot by a clause 
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in the Bill they could not be relied upon. 
He trusted the parliamentary scandal 
would not now be repeated of directors 
of this or any other railway voting on 
the question before the House. He asked 
the House to consider the inconvenience 
of a Bill of this kind. It was an omnibus 
Bill, carrying some passengers going in 
one direction and some going in another 
direction. They were all in favour of the 
extension of the railway to Cashel, and 
the local bodies had shown their faith in 
that by giving a guarantee. There were 
other portions of the Bill which were the 
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| W estern Railway or any other rail 

| way, but he thought that the forma- 
'tion of the line to Cashel, and the pur- 
ichase by the Great Southern and 
| Western Railway Company of the North 
Kerry line would be in the best interests 
of the people of the south and west of 
Ireland; and for that reason alone he 
ventured to ask the House to pass the 
Bill. One of the great grievances from 
which they suffered in Ireland was that 
capitalists did not find investments, and if 
| they made investments in railway under- 
' takings precarious and uncertain, it would 





most contentious that could possibly still further deter capital from flowing 
be introduced in a private Bill. There, intothecountry. The Bill was opposed— 
was, for example, the clause dealing with |—although they all desired that the 
the winding-up of the Kerry Company. | Cashel line should be made—because 
It was well known that the Great | this railway company had been guilty 
Southern and Western Company had | of some sin at some early period of its 
pursued a steady policy of starvation | career. Were they to be prevented doing 





towards that company. The complaint 
of the commercial community was that 
they always arranged their trains to 
miss the connections with the Kerry 
Company's trains. They adopted a simi- 
lar policy in regard to the Waterford 
and Limerick line. In faet, this company 


‘anything, no matter how good and 
| desirable it might be in itself, at a sub- 
| sequent period because of that sin? Were 
they never to be allowed to repent ? 


Aw Irish Memper: Fancy a railway 
company repenting ! 


brought in an omnibus Bill, and most | 


ingeniously tried to play off one section | 


of the Irish Members who were in favour 
of the Cashel Extension against those who 
were in favour of the extension from 
Limerick to Rathkeale. Then there was 
the Cork to Fermoy branch, powers for 
which had been got in 1898 or 1899. 
They were bound to commence it within 
three years from a certain date. The 
line was surveyed, plans deposited, 
guarantees given, but not a sod had been 
turned. What was the occult influence 
of this company? What chances had 
ratepayers of Ireland against this railway 
company in the House of Lords? This 


was a question which should be decided | 


by the Irish Members. In view of the 
manner in which the Great Southern 
and Western Railway had unscrupu- 
lously thrown over their pledges to the 
Chambers of Commerce of Cork, Kerry, 
and Dublin, and the Treasury, and that 
they refused to build the Cork and 
Fermoy line he trusted the Bill would 
not be given a Second Reading. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) said he spoke on_ behalf 
of neither the Great Southern and 


Mr. ATKINSON submitted that that 
/was an entirely irrational principle of 
i dealing with a railway company. The 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
| were at present under a statutory obliga- 
‘tion to bring forward a Bill for the pur- 
| chase of the North Kerry line, and if this 
| Bill was not carried the result would be 
ithat the Great Southern and Western 
| Railway would continue to work that 
_line under the old working agreement. 
But it did not require a great stretch of 
| imagination to suppose that the company 
/would not work the North Kerry line 
'so well or so efficiently under such 
agreement than as if the line were their 
_own property. He did not think it 
‘could be successfully maintained that 
‘the purchase of the North Kerry line by 
‘the Great Southern and Western Railway 
|Company was a bad thing in itself, pro- 
vided that they were making the pur- 
'chase on just and fair terms to all the 
| parties. He understood that the conten- 
fais 

‘tion of the hon. Gentleman who moved 
| the rejection of the Bill was that the terms 
| of purchase were not just and fair to the 
ratepayers of Limerick and Kerry ; and 
it was said by the hon. Member for Kerry 
that under various statutes the ratepayers 
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-of Limerick and Kerry had a certain | 
claim on the assets of the company, and 
that they should have a priority over the 
mortgagees. He did not want to express | 
any opinion on that subject, but he would | 
point out that, as the county council of | 
Kerry had petitioned against the Bill, | 
the whole question could be inquired 
into in Committee upstairs, and if the 
interests of the ratepayers of Limerick 
and Kerry were not adequately safe- | 
guarded the language of the clauses in 
the Bill could be altered. 


Mr. CONDON (Tipperary, E.) said he | 
desired to make his position perfectly 
clear to his colleagues and to his con- 
stituents, so far as the Instruction which 
had been placed upon the Paper was con- 
cerned. If the motion moved by his 
hon. friend was pressed to a division he 
would be compelled to vote against it ; | 
but with regard to the principle which 
underlay the motion he was absolutely 
with the hon. Member. The Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
had not carried out the promises which | 
they had made in the past, and he) 
thought that if there was any doubt | 
about safeguarding the ratepayers of 
the two counties of Limerick and Kerry | 
‘it should be at once removed, and that 
there should be no loop-hole left for | 
lawyers to spend further money in liti- | 
gation. He expressed his gratitude to 
those who supported the building of a 
line to Cashel, but he regretted that the 
construction of that line should be dove- 
tailed into the other portions of this Bill 
in the way it had been. But there it | 
was, and they had to decide whether 
‘they should accept or reject this measure. 
He appealed to his hon. friends to accept 
the suggestion which the 
General had thrown out. He did not 
wish to oppose this measure, because he | 
recognised that hon. Members from | 
Ireland were there to safeguard the | 
interests of Ireland in the only possible | 
way. 


Attorney | 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) | 
said in this matter he was in agreement | 
with the hon. Member who represented | 
Cashel, and from that point of view he | 
should be sorry to see the Bill defeated. | 
He was equally in sympathy with the | 
‘hon. Gentlemen representing Limerick | 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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and Kerry, the claim put forward by 
whom was, in his opinion, a perfectly fair 
and reasonable one. It was that what- 
ever rights the ratepayers of Limerick 
and Kerry had under the statute of 1873 
should be preserved to them under the 
present Bill, and if the clause of the Bill 


did not safeguard those interests some 


amendment should be made. He sug- 


'gested that the proper course would be, 


not for his hon. friends to oppose the 


‘Second Reading of the Bill, and thereby 


imperil the interests of Cashel, but to 


vote for the Second Reading, and oppose 


the measure upon the Instruction which 
was on the Paper in the name of one of 
the hon. Members for Kerry. It they 
were defeated upon the Instruction, they 
could then oppose the Third Reading if 
the Committee did not safeguard the 
ratepayers interests. If they adopted 
that course, he was confident that the 
hon. Members representing Limerick 
and Kerry would have the support of 
everybody. He therefore suggested that 
the motion for the rejection of the Bill 


should be withdrawn, and that the hon. 


Members for Limerick and Kerry should 
direct their attention to supporting the 
Instruction on the Paper, by doing which 
they would not seriously imperil the 
interests of their constituents, because, 


as he had said, they always had the Third 


Reading to go upon. 


Mr. FIELD said he accepted the sug- 
gestion of the hon. Member, and, with 
the leave of the House, would withdraw 


| his Amendment. 


Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.) said, as the 
Instruction stood in his name, he might 
say he did not intend to say anything 


| with regard to the matter, in view of the 


of the appeal which had _ been 
made by the hon. Member for Waterford. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn ; 
main Question put, and agreed to; Bill 
read a second time, and committed. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 
FORD EXTENSION) BILL. (By Orper.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be ,now read a second 


time.”’ 
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Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said he 


was reluctant to oppose this Bill, because 
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if the hon. Member pressed it to a division 
he should vote with him 


it was backed by the hon. Member for | 


Waterford and the hon. Baronet repre- 
senting Wexford, and if his constituency 
had had any opportunity of discussing 
the measure he would not have put 
down the’ motion which stood in his 
name. The Bill was a small one, and 
had reference to an Act of Parliament 
passed in 1897, which gave this company 


power to construct a bridge over a' 


certain portion of this proposed line. This 
Bill was for the object of obtaining per- 
mission to substitute a level crossing for 
that bridge ; but this crossing was to be 
constructed where a very steep hill led to 
a market town, and where it would 


place the maximum of inconvenience | 


upon the people going to and from the 
market. It would be obvious to the 
House that the alteration in the plans 
which this Bill proposed to make on the 
original Act was a very serious matter 
for the people of the district which he 
represented, and it was for this reason 
that he opposed the Bill. 
had alleged that it would be very ex- 
pensive to build the bridge at this par- 
ticular point of the line, but he sub- 
mitted that, if that were so, that was the 
fault of the company for not having 
foreseen the difficulty when first they 
came for powers, and altered their plans 
accordingly. 
contention, then they should be required 
to spend the amount of money necessary 
to build the bridge. If it were decided 
to have a level crossing, then he sub- 


mitted that the gates should be worked | 
automatically, and that a foot bridge | 


should be placed over the crossing for | 
| pany with large means, and the House 


the convenience of the public. His con- 
stituents were the only people interested 
in the matter of having a level crossing 
instead of a bridge at this point, and they 
ought to be considered. He had every 
wish to see the railway constructed, as 
he believed it would be of enormous 
value to the people of this district, 
and if it was proved to his satisfaction 
that the company could not build this 
bridge he would not stand in the way of 
so good a Bill. He begged to move that 
the Bill be read a second time this 
day three mouths, 


Mr. M‘DERMOTT (Kilkenny, N.) 


seconded the Amendment, and said that 


The company | 


If he was right in that, 


Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the 
end of the question to add the words * upon 
his day three months.’”’—(Mr. O’Mara). 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 

| N.) regretted that this question should 
have been raised. He considered it only 

another instance of the inconvenience 

of conducting Irish legal business in this 

House. The question, which seemed at 

first sight to be so small, and affecting so 

small a district, was, in reality, a very 

large one, affecting to a considerable 

extent the south-eastern portion of Ire- 

land. The facts of the case were these :— 

In 1897 the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wex- 
ford Railway Company obtained the 
leave of Parliament to construct a line 
from New Ross to Waterford, and in the 
original Bill it was proposed to construct 
a bridge at this particular place. The 
hon. Member for South Kilkenny did not 
charge the company with any breach in 
that respect. The grand jury opposed the 
Bill, not on account of the bridge, but on 
account of certain gradients which were 
to be made on certain roads. Their pro- 
posals were agreed to, and this Bill only 
interfered very slightly with the gradients 
in the original Bill, something like one in 
fourteen. When the engineers began to 
examine for a foundation for this bridge, 
they bored for fifty feet, and found 
nothing but mud, upon which no foun- 
dation could be laid. It was not a com- 


might judge the position when he told 
them that the estimate for building the 
bridge under the present circumstances 
was £10,000, which was a very large 
sum upon an original contract for the 
‘line of £100,000. The company therefore 
came to the House to make this change 
in the original plans. The county of 
Kilkenny had every opportunity of 
opposing it in the usual way, if they 
fancied they had a grievance, at a later 
stage. He wished a peaceful way out of 
the difficulty to be found, and, therefore, 
on behalf of the railway company, he 
would guarantee that automatic gates 


‘should be erected at the level crossing, 








55 Dublin, Wicklow, & Wexford {COMMONS} Railway (Extension) Biil. 56. 


{ 


that there should be no shunting there, |do so, from the fact that the county 
that the provisions of the Railway Act | council for Kilkenny had by some means, 
referred to in the Board of Trade regu-| possibly to some extent through their 
lations should be inserted in the Bill,| own fault, lost their opportunity of 
and that a provision should be added raising these points by lodging a peti- 
requiring the company, if at any time | tion within the time allowed by the 
called upon by the Board of Trade, to| Standing Orders of the House. More- 
erect a foot-path over the level crossing. | over, from the point of view of the public 
generally, the system of level crossings 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) was | was _most undesirable and dangerous. 
understood to suggest that a tunnel Having regard, however, to the sub- 
would be better than a foot-bridge at the | stantial concessions made by the hon. 
level crossing. Baronet on behalf of the railway com- 
pany, the hon. Member might very well 
Mr. FIELD thought the proposition of refrain from going to a division. This 
the hon. Baronet the Member for North | was a scheme of enormous importance 
Wexford ought to be accepted, because, | to the whole ot the south-east and south 
if the Board of Trade had certain regu- | of Ireland, as it afforded an alternative 
lations with regard to the construction | route to the routes already in existence, 
of railways, it was perfectly obvious that and from the point of view of the general 
the construction of this railway would | public it would be a most valuable scheme. 
not be permitted unless the regulations ; Various obstacles had for years stood in 
were complied with. He suggested that | the way of the construction of this little 
the Bill might now be allowed to pass its | plece of railway, one being that the Dub- 
Second Reading. lin, Wicklow, and Wexford Railway was 
a somewhat impecunious concern, = 

> ~<a alata +1, | had found great difficulty in raising the 
Se nn Sane, | necessary soto That saaliver had now 
been arranged, and the railway was partly 
constructed. Anything which would 
‘throw an impossible burden upon the 
company, or endanger the completion 
of the scheme, would be a misfortune to 
the whole of the south and south-east of 
Ireland. Apart from the general con- 
sideration he looked at the matter from 
the point of view of county Wexford, 
with which he was closely associated, and 
|of Waterford, which he had the honour 
to represent. These localities were inti- 
mately concerned in the success of the 
‘scheme, and both were in favour of the 
Bill going through. It was interesting 
to bear in mind that, although the par- 
ticular spot at which this alteration was 
to be made belonged geographically to 
wld theeed * entire = the county of Kilkenny, under the Local 
wo mores, De unreasonab’e to! Government Act it had been added to 
press the Amendment to a division, PORTE - of Wexford 
because the defeat of the Bill would mean | the administrative county of Wextord 
that the line would not be built for a W exford was divided from Kilkenny by 
very long time _the River Barrow, and this little strip of 
; - land on the Kilkenny side was really a 
/suburb of New Ross. The county coun- 
cil of Wexford, and the district council of 








W.) said it would be a great pity if this 
extension could not be constructed in 
consequence of the opposition which had 
been brought against the Bill on par- 
ticular points, because the new line from 
New Ross to Waterford had been de- 
manded for years, and would facilitate 
communication between important dis- 
tricts in the south of Ireland. There 
had been no breach of a previous agree- | 
ment with regard to the bridge over the 
level crossing. The proposal came from 
the company itself, but when the engineer 
sounded the foundations it was dis- 
covered they were so bad that in order 
to build a bridge it would be necessary 
to go to the enormous expense of con- 
structing it on piles, and it was doubtful 
whether it would be safe even then. It 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND hoped the 


hon. Member for South Kilkenny would . 
. , . 3s, W 1 crossing was to 
rest satisfied with the result of the action | New Ross, where the leve 5 


he had taken with regard to the Bill. | be. were unanimously in favour of the 
The hon. Member was not only justified | Second Reading of the Bill, and their 


in raising the question, but was bound to | interests were greater and more inti- 


Sir Thomas Esmonde 
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mately concerned than those of the 
county council of Kilkenny. It was clear 
that if this bridge had to be con- 
structed, the minimum estimate for 
which was £10,000, but the actual cost | 
of which might be £20,000 or more, 
because no one knew how far they 
would have to go through the mud to | 
get a foundation, the construction of | 
the line would be seriously jeopardised. 
After the guarantees which had been 
given, he thought the Bill should be 
allowed to be read a second time. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny), 
as representing the city of Kilkenny, 
desired to associate himself with the 
Members for North and South Kilkenny 
in the action they had taken, and if they 
pressed their Amendment to a division 
he should certainly vote with them. 
The hon. Member for Waterford had 
endeavoured to minimise the importance 
of the matter by saying that only a 
little strip of land was concerned. But 
little strips of land had before now led 
to bloody wars between European States, 
and therefore that was no reason for 
disregarding the claims of Kilkenny. 
He desired it to be clearly understood 
that they were not opposing the company 
in its intention to establish communica- 
tion by means of this line; their only 
desire was to protect the interests of 
their county and the safety of their 
people. The necessity for opposition | 
was the more regrettable, because this | 
company, labouring under great dis- | 
advantages, was the only independent | 
railway company in Leinster, the re-| 
mainder of the district being under the | 
monstrous monopoly of the Great | 
Southern and Western Railway Company. | 
Under the circumstances he thought 
it would be wise not to press the Amend- | 
ment to a division. | 








Mr. O’MARA said that, having regard | 
to the assurance of the hon. Member | 
for Waterford that the Amendment, if | 
carried, might endanger the whole| 
scheme, he would withdraw his opposi- | 
tion, as he had no desire to deprive the 
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four concessions—firstly, that the com- 
pany, if required by the Board of Trade, 
would erect a footpath over the railway 
at the level crossing ; secondly, that the 
gates should open and close mechanically; 
thirdly, that there should be no shunting 
at the level crossing ; and, fourthly, that 
there should be a consultation with the 
engineer as to the best way of dealing 
with the crossing. These concessions 
were all he could reasonably hope for, 
and he therefore asked leave to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed. 


DUBLIN ST. JAMES’ GATE BREWERY 


TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [Lords]. 


NEW SWINDON GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH 
BI 


de 


Read the third time, and passed. 


RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
King’s consent signified ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed. 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCESTER, 
AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, EAST AND 
WEST JUNCTION AND EVESHAM, 
REDDITCH, AND STRATFORD-UPON- 
AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY COM- 
PANIES BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. (New 
title.) 


CHESTER GAS BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; an Amend- 


/ment made; Bill to be read the third 


district of the beneficent results which | @™®¢- 


would accrue from the construction | 
of the railway. At the same time, he | 
would remind the hon. Baronet the | 
Member for Wexford that he had made 


DOVER CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
(By OrpeEr.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 
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BARROW-IN-FURNESS CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Barrow-in-Furness 
Corporation Bill [Lords] to insert the | 
following clause— 

Any scheme for the establishment 





of a superannuation or provident 
fund under this part of this Act shall 
not come into operation until the | 
Corporation shall in respect of that | 
fund have been registered under the | 
Friendly Societies Act, 1896, and| 
the provisions of that Act (except | 
the proviso to Sub-section (1) of Sec- | 
tion 8 and Section forty-one) so far | 
as they are applicable and are not | 
inconsistent with the provisions of | 
this part of this Act shall apply as | 
if (a) the Corporation were a society 
to which that Act applies and were 
the trustees of such society: (b) as} 
if the scheme were the rules of such | 
society ; (c) as if the superannuation | 
or provident funds were the funds | 
of such society; and (d) as if the) 
contributors to the fund were the | 
members of such  society.—(Mr. | 
Strachey.) | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ! 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order cnofirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 
to-morrow. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 10). 


Mr. EGERTON reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group No. 10 of Railway | 
Bills: That, there being no further busi- 
ness ready for the consideration of the 
Committee, they had adjourned until 
Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven of the 


clock. | 


| 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


“ec 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
Ardrossan Gas and Water Order Con- 

firmation Bill, 

North British and Mercantile Insur- 
ance Company’s Provisional Order 
Bill, 

Drainage and Improvement of Lands 
(Ireland) Provisional Order Bill, 
Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 

sional Orders (No. 2) Bill, 

Commons Regulation and Inclosure 
(Skipwith) Provisional Order Bill, 

Metropolitan Common Scheme (Orp- 
ington) Provisional Order Bill, 4° 

Irish Presbyterian Church Bill, "3 

British Gas Light Company Bill, with- 
out Amendment. 

Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding 
Junction Railway and Dock Bill, 

Taff Vale Railway Bill, 

North Eastern Railway Bill, with 
Amendments. 


Amendments to— 

Aspatria, Silloth, and District Water 
Bill [Lords], 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne and wateshead 
Gas Bill [| Lords]. 

Shrewsbury Gas Bill [Lords], without 
Amendment. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 

An Act to confirm a Provisional 


Order made by the Board of Education 
under the Elementary Education Acts, 
1870 to 1900, to enable the School 
Board for London to put in force the 
Lands Clauses Acts.” Education Board 
Provisional Order Confirmation (London) 


Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to 


empower the Company to capitalise 
interest in arrear on Debenture Stocks ; 
and for other purposes.” Freshwater, 
Yarmouth, and Newport Railwav Bill 


[ Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘An Act to 


‘enable the Cork, Blackrock, and Passage 


Railway Company to raise additional 
money ; to confer further powers on 
them in relation to their undertaking ; 
and for other purposes.” Cork, Black- 


rock, and Passage Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ““An Act to 


| authorise the Urban District Council 


of Rugby, in the county of Warwick, to 
construct additional waterworks for the 
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supply of their district and the parish 
of Bilton; and to make further and 
better provision for the improvement, 
health, local government, and finance 
of the district ; and for other purposes.” 
Rugby Water and Improvement Bill 
[Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ““An Act to 
amend certain provisions of the Beliast 
Harbour Act, 1898; to enable the 
Belfast Harbour Commissioners to make 
a new and substituted graving dock ; 
to confirm agreements as to lands and 
works connected therewith ; and for 
other purposes.” Belfast Harbour Bill 
[Lords]. 

And also a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to authorise the sale of certain churches, 
vicarage houses, and schools in the city 
of Leeds, and the application of the 
proceeds of sale to church purposes 
within the said city ; to provide for the 
alteration of ecclesiastical parishes or 
districts in the said city ; and for other 
purposes.” Leeds Churches Bill [Lords]. 


PROVISIONAL 


EDUCATION BOARD 
(LONDON) 


ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time ; referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, | 


and to be printed. [Bill 228.] 


FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH AND NEW- 
PORT RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


CORK, BLACKROCK, 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


RUGBY WATER AND IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [Lords]. 


BRLFAST HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time ; and referred to | 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Petition from Bingley, against re- 

enactment ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 

SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Attleborough ; 
and Bideford ; to lie upon the Table. 


{27 JUNE 1901} 


AND PASSAGE | 


ceports, &e. 62° 


SALE OF INTOXICAT{NG LIQUORS. 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Tredegar 
(eight) ; Glasgow (two) ; Stockton Heath ; 
Birmingham ; London ; Dallymena ; Or- 
pington; Sideup; Blackpool; Erith ;. 
Hebden Bridge; Houghton-le-Spring 
(four) ; Camberwell (two); Gravesend ;. 
West Bristol ; Putney ; Norwich (two) ; 
| Chertsey ; Attleborough ; Wood Green 
(ten) ; Hornsey ; Dalston ; Bowes Park ; 
and Noel Park ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

. PRISONS (ENGLAND AND WALES). 

Paper [presented 26th June] to be 
printed. [No. 235.] 

Paper [presented 26th June] to be 
printed. [No. 236.] 

Paper [presented 26th June] to be 
printed. [No. 237.] 


MINT. 
| Copy presented, of Thirty-first Annual 
| Report of the Deputy Master of the Mint, 
| 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Copy presented, of Report No. 325 
(Gambia, Annual Report for 1900) [by 
| Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
| 2636 to 2639 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
| the Table. 


(MISCELLANEOUS 

| ES). 

| Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 

' Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 

No. 556 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 

| Table. 

| BOILER EXPLOSIONS (HIS MAJESTY’S 
SHIPS). 

| Return ordered, “of the number of 

| Explosions or serious leakages in water- 


‘TRADE REPORTS 
| SERI 
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tube boilers which have been attended | 
with injury or loss of life since their | 
adoption in His Majesty’s Navy, naming | 
the types of boilers in each case.”— 
(Mr. Kearley.) 


| State for 
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recent Lands Settlement Commission, 
South Africa, in respect of the financial 
assistance to settlers, the imposition of 
military obligations upon them, and the 
compulsory acquisition of the land by the 
settlement purposes; and 
whether an opportunity will be afforded 
of discussing the Report and its recom- 


; mendations. 


‘SOUTH AFRICA—SIR DAVID BAR- 
BOUR’S REPORT ON FINANCES. 

Mr. M‘CRAE (Edinburgh, E.): I) 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the | 
Colonies if he can state when the House | 
will have an opportunity of discussing 
Sir David Barbour’s Report on the 
Finances of the Transvaal and Orange | 
River Colony. 


| 


Mr. LAYLAND-BARRATT (Devon- 
shire, Torquay) had on the Paper a 
similar question. 


Tue FIRST LORD oF tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): At present I am not able to suggest 
a date for the discussion of the Report. 


THE COLONIES (Mr. 


(Stirling Burghs) : 


‘South Aberdeen, 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
| Birmingham, W.) : His Majesty ’s Govern- 
ment have not yet arrived at any decision 
on the recommendations of this Report, 
and do not propose to do so till Lord 
Milner has returned and has had an 
opportunity of further considering the 
whole question on the spot. 


“MILITARY EMPLOYMENT OF NATIVES, 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
In the absence of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether 


the correspondence between the military 


authorities in Natal and the Prime 


| Minister of Natal, and Mr. E. A. Brunner 


Mr. M‘CRAE: Will an opportunity be | 
given ? 


(member of the Legislative Assembly of 
Natal), relating to the employment of 


'Zulus in raids on the frontier of Natal 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | 
that I cannot give any information on 
that subject. It is possible that there 
may be an opportunity in Committee of 


Supply. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Might not a discussion 
of the Report be taken on the Loan Bill, 
seeing that Sir David Barbour recom- 
mends in his Report that fifty-five | 
millions of loan should be discharged out | 


of the fund ? 


*Toe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.) : Ithink Sir David Barbour’s 
Report refers to the earlier loans, and 
not to this one. 


has yet been received ; and, if so, when 


it will be presented to Parliament. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: A 
siderable amount of correspondence has 
been received, but I understand there is 
to be a commission of inquiry on the 
spot, and it seems necessary to await the 
result before I can say whether there 
will be any Papers to be laid. 


con- 


CAMPS OF DETENTION—RELIGIOUS 
MINISTRATIONS. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for War 
whether all ministers of religion who 
desire to visit the prison camps in South 
Africa are at liberty to do so, and whether 
permission to visit the camps has been 


| refused to any minister on the ground 


LANDS SETTLEMENT COMMISSION. 
~Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, | 
Rusheliffe) : I beg to ask the Secretary | 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
Government propose taking any steps. 
to carry out the recommendations of the | 


of his political opinions. 


*ToE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): Arrangements have been made 
by which ministers are resident in or 
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near all refugee camps. I have no in-| whether the War Office will, with the 
formation bearing on the further point aid of Lord Kitchener’s published tele- 
put by the hon. Member, but permits to | grams for the last two months, present 
visit the camps would be properly denied such a statement of the progress of 
to ministers who used opportunities only the operations in South Africa during 
intended for religious ministration to that period as will enable the public to 
excite political feeling. |apprehend and follow the course of 


| 
re events at the seat of war. 
Mr. DILLON : Does that refer to the ; 


case of the Rev. Mr. Hofmeyer, a dis- | *Mr. BRODRICK: TI have just re- 

am pasa conan minister and a ‘ceived a despatch from Lord Kitchener, 

political propaganaist ¢ | which is being printed, and will be pub- 
[No answer was returned. | ‘lished at once. 

MR. N: is most scandalous. | 

Mr. DILLON: It is most scandalous. | One MUNCIE nein: wel 

| REINFORCEMENTS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 


Tr1sH MEMBERS: Answer, answer. | 


ATH Z ' ] : = 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! the Secretary of State for War whether 
| he can state the date of Lord Kitchener's 

VLAKFONTEIN. ‘last demand for reinforcements of 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, §.) ;, Mounted troops ; what were the num- 
I bee to ask the Secretary of State for War | bers of men and horses then requested 
> ae » c be » Cc Y 


whether he will state the previous ex-| by Lord Kitchener ; and what was the 
perience in the present war of General | reply of the War Office to that demand. 


Dixon, who was in command of the ae s 
troops engaged in Vlakfontein in May Mr. BRODRICK: Lord Kitchener 


last with the loss of 174 killed and | 4Sked, without specifying numbers, for 
wounded and the temporary capture of Some Yeomanry drafts and Colonial 
two guns: when did General Dixon | tToops, to replace time-expired men, on 
leave this country for South Africa, and | the 20th December last. He has not 
what post did he hold at the time he was | made any further request for mounted 
placed under orders for active service, | STOPS: In reply we sent out imme- 
and on whose recommendation was he | diately 800 Mounted Infantry, two 
placed in command at Vlakfontein, Cavalry regiments, and further Cavalry 
and will any inquiry be held into the drafts—making up 4,000 men, besides 


manner in which the troops were handled | 2 further Australasian contingent. We 
in that engagement. also increased the monthly supply of 


horses. Early in January the second 
*Mr. BRODRICK: General Dixon, contingent of Imperial Yeomanry, now 
who had commanded the 25th Regi-| numbering 16,400, began to be raised, 
mental District for two years, left Eng- | and before the end of March over 30,000 
land for South Africa in February last.| men for mounted service had been des- 
Like other officers sent to the front, he! patched to South Africa. 
was placed in command y Lord 
Kitchener, who will no doubt deal with | 3 ee eee 
this occurrence, like others in the war, | LORD a" -- MOUNTED 
in he Seen Gecapee, | Caprain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will there I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
be any inquiry into this, or will the, War if he can state how many effective 
Magersfontein rule apply ? /mounted men Lord Kitchener has at his 
disposal for the conduct of the campaign 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! /in South Africa ; and whether his official 
| correspondence shows that Lord 
| Kitchener is satisfied both as to the 
LORD KITCHENER’S DESPATCHES. | numbers and quality of these mounted 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to | troops ; if not, whether immediate steps 
ask the Secretary of State for War| will be taken to meet his wishes with a 
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view to bringing the campaign to a 
speedy conclusion. 


Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot say, with- 
out a careful Return from South Africa, 
which would take much labour to pre- 


pare, the number of effective mounted | 


troops now in South Africa, but our 
Returns on 17th June show between 
70,000 and 80,000 mounted men. From 
these there would be a considerable de- 
duction for sick and non-effectives, and 
no statistics can be regarded as accurate 
without being checked locally. Lord 
Kitchener is to my knowledge fully 
satisfied as to the number and quality 
of these mounted troops, and has in the 
last month refused certain additions of 
men which we offered him. 


ATTACK ON STANDERTON CONVOY. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 

the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state what particulars, if any, has 
the War Office received of the attack on 
the convoy between Bethel and Stan- 
derton, when an officer of the Munsters 
and five men were killed, and upwards 
of twenty wounded ; and what explana- 
tion, if any, has the War Office to give 
for the publication of the statement of 
the casualties without any details of the 
engagement. 

t 

" Mr. BRODRICK: No further in- 
formation of this engagement has been 
received from South Africa beyond the 
bare list of casualties. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Has the right 
hon. Gentleman inquired for the in- 
formation ? 
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| Mr. BRODRICK: I hope to lay it on 
| the Table at the end of this week. 


| 
DESTRUCTION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY 
| IN WAR. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
| shire, Eifion) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether any record is 
| kept of the private property taken and 
| destroyed by the British forces in South 
| Africa, and whether they are still per- 
| mitted to destroy the crops and farming 
‘implements of the Boer farmers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The reply to the 
| first part of the question is in the affirma- 
‘tive. In regard to the second part, [ 
/must ask the hon. Member to refer to 
/my reply to a question put by the hon. 
| Member for the Rusheliffe Division of 
| Nottinghamshire on the 10th instant. * 


CAPTURES BY BOERS. 
| Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
‘the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state the number of prisoners that 
|have been taken and liberated by the 
| Boers. 


| Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
| will find all the information available in 
| the daily casualty lists and in the monthly 
/summary of casualties. 

| 

| COST OF THE WAR. 

| Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he will state for how 
long a period the Estimates at present 

| voted will enable him to carry on the war 

/in South Africa at the present pressure 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir, I have not. | without presenting further Estimates 
It appears to have been a small skirmish, | for the sanction of the House. 


and if Lord Kitchener had attached any | 
importance to it he would no doubt have | 
telegraphed particulars. 


FARM BURNING—CORRESPONDENCE 
BETWEEN LORD ROBERTS AND 
GENERAL BOTHA. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he can say when 
the correspondence between Lord Roberts 
and General Botha on farm burning will 
be laid upon the Table of the House. 


not in a 


Mr. BRODRICK: | 


am 


| position to make any statement on this 


point at present. 

Mr. LAMBERT: When does the right 
hon. Gentleman expect to be able to 
make a statement ? 
| Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot fix any 
| date until I get the necessary informa- 
tion. 





* See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xciv., 
| page 1458. 
t 
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BOER PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA— 
CASE OF GODEFROY. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 


tary of State for War whether his atten- | 


tion has been called to the fact that a 
young man named Godefroy, son of the 
Rev. Mr. Godefroy, of Pretoria, was 





NE 1901} Questions. 70 


the month of January last, the military 
authorities in Johannesburg refused to 
allow to be cashed a draft for £300 which 
had been received by the local committee 
for the relief of the women and children 
in the prison camp at Johannesburg ; 
and the committee were consequently 





shot in the camp of Boer prisoners in St. | obliged to return this draft and another 
Helena by a British sentry on the 19th for a similar amount to Cape Town, 
February, 1901; will he state what unused, at a time when the urgent need 
cause was alleged by the sentry for for relief existed; and whether every 
shooting this prisoner, what was the facility is now afforded to committees, 
nature of inquiry held, and what was irrespective of nationality or politics, to 
the result of the inquiry. convey relief in money or goods to 
Mr. BRODRICK: No information|} women and children detained in prison 
of this occurrence has reached the War | camps in South Africa. 
Office, but I will inquire. 


bef 

Mr. BRODRICK: I am not aware 
RETURNED VOLUNTEERS’ 'of the matters alleged in the first para- 
FURLOUGHS. ‘graph. Every facility is afforded to 
Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, | committees to convey relief to the refugee 
Chesterfield): On behalf of the hon.| camps under the superintendence of 
Member for Leicester (Mr. Broadhurst), | the Burgher Camps Committee. The 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for facilities afforded and the assistance 
War if he can state whether Volunteers | rendered have been acknowledged by 

who have recently returned from South | the Netherlands Benevolent Society. 


Africa are entitled to only seven days | a : 

leave upon being disbanded, and can he | _ Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 

explain why Volunteers with previous | Gentleman inquire whether the facts are 

service have not yet received the good | correctly stated in my quest.on. Have 

conduct pay to which they are entitled ; | *W° drafts had to be returned in conse- 
/quence of the refusal by the military 


whether Volunteers who have served recat "ae 
over a year in South Africa are entitled | 2Uthorities of permission to cash them ? 


| 
to an extra six months gratuity ; and, if | 
so, when it will be paid. | 
Mr. BRODRICK: It has already | 

been repeatedly explained that Volun- | PAADEKOP REVERSE. 

teers on return from South Africa will | Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre- 
be granted thirty days furlough on dis- | tary of State for War whether he can 
charge, and, if they have served over a! give any information as to the circum- 
year, a gratuity of £5. There is no} stances under which Lieutenant Huth 
reason to suppose that the good conduct | and twenty-four men were captured at 
pay due to the men has not been paid, | Paadekop on 16th June ; whether there 
but if the hon. Member will specify any | were any casualties on the occasion ; and 
particular case I will have it investigated | whether he can state why no official or 
at once. ‘other news of this incident has been 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- | allowed to reach the public in this 
fordshire, Lichfield) : Will that also apply | Country until 26th June. 
to the Yeomanry and Militia ? | Mr. BRODRICK: No information 


Mr. BRODRICK: No; they are | other than that published in the list of 
serving under different terms of engage- casualties has reached the War Office. 


ment, and a different gratuity will be 
paid them on their return. 


[No answer was returned. } 


LOVAT’S SCOUTS. 


eee sie THe Master or ELIBANK (Mid- 
JOHANNESBURG RELIEF FUNDS, lothian) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 


’ Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the| State for War whether, in view of the 
Secretary of State for War whether, in| recognition by Lord Kitchener and Sir 


C2 
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Archibald Hunter of the _ services 
rendered in South Africa by Lovat 
Scouts, and also in view of the fact that 
there were 1,100 applications for the 
two new companies recently raised, the 
Government will consider the advisability 
of increasing the numbers of the corps. 


Mr. BRODRICK : 
was asked on 3lst May whether more 
Lovat’s Scouts would be required beyond 
250 raised to relieve those returning, 
and has replied that he does not think 
it likely more will be wanted. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER: Are 
any men being sent out to replace the 
wastage by war in the Yeomanry ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: Not at present, 
but 16,400 men were sent out in Feb- 
ruary and March. 


Captain NORTON: Are these men 
giving entire satisfaction to Lord Kitch- 
ener ! y 


Mr. BRODRICK : 


Yes, I have said so. 


REORGANISATION OF THE ARMY 
MEDICAL SERVICE—COMMITTEE OF 
EXPERTS. 

*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS (Westmin- 
ster): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War if he can now state what 
progress he has made with his scheme 
of reform of the Army Medical Service, 
when he proposes to bring it forward, 
and what opportunity will be afforded 
the House of discussing it; and if he) 
can give any information as to the com- 
position of the Committee he proposed 

to appoint to advise in the matter. 


The following Questions also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- | 
ford) : To ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether any Committee has yet been 
appointed to inquire into the present 
condition of the Royal Army 
Corps ; and, if not, whether he will con- 
sider the advisability of making as early 
an appointment of such Committee as 
possible, and will he state the class of 
persons he intends asking to serve, as 


well as the nature of the reference to the | 
Committee. 
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Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
To ask the Secretary of State for War 
if a decision has been arrived at as 
regards the composition of the Commis- 
sion which it is proposed to appoint to 
inquire into the grievances of Royal 


Army Medical officers. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I have received a 
number of suggestions and representa- 
tions from various quarters, and a com- 
mittee of experts to consider the scheme 
which I have drawn up for the future 
organisation of the Army Medical Ser- 
shortly be assembled. The 
Committee will consist of the following 
members :—Mr. Howard H. Tooth, M.D., 
F.R.C.P., St. Bartholomew's Hospital ; 
Mr. George H. Makins, F.R.C.S., St. 
Thomas’ Hospital ; Mr. Alfred D. Fripp, 
C.B., C.V.0., M.S, F.R.CS., Guy's 
Hospital ; Sir F. Treves, K.C.V.O., C.B., 
F.R.C.S., London Hospital ; Mr. Alexan- 


der Ogston, M.D., Surgeon, Scotland ; 
Lieut.-Colonel Keogh, M.D., C.B., 
R.A.M.C., Ireland; Mr. E. C. Perry, 


M.D., F.R.C.P., Senate of London Uni- 
versity ; Surgeon General Hooper, C.8.L., 
President of the Medical Board, India 
Office. The secretary will be Major H. 
E. R. James, R.A.M.C., and I propose 
to take the chair of the Committee my- 
self. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): Is there any chance that the 
Committee will close its sittings before 
the end of the present session ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot say what 
time the Committee will find it necessary 
to pursue its labours. I think it is much 
more important that they should come 
to a correct conclusion than that we 
should hurry them in the performance 
of the task assigned to them. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware of the great 
difficulty of getting candidates for the 
Army Medical Corps, which will amount 
to an impossibility if before long the in- 
tentions of the Government are not made 


| known ? 
Mr. BRODRICK: I dare say the 
difficulty will be accentuated, but I 


would rather make a temporary arrange- 
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ment and put the corps on a permanently | State for War whether the Army Medical 
good footing than be in a hurry. | Department has made any report as to 

| the application and value of the use of 
*Mr. BURDETT-COUTTS: May I) Réntgen rays in the military hospitals in 
ask whether the list of names read con-| South Africa during the war ; whether 
tains the name of a consulting surgeon expert instruction has been given in the 
who, at the time when the medical de- several hospitals in applying “ X ” rays ; 
ficiences were most apparent and most and whether illustrated records have been 
fatal in their results, stated that—— obtained for future guidance. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That| Mr. BRODRICK: No report has been 
is an argument upon the answer. The made on the use of Réntgen rays in the 
question was whether there was to be a| war, nor will be made until the war is 
Commission and what were the names over. Instruction is given in certain 
of those who were to act. The hon. hospitals at home in the method of 
Member is not entitled to comment on applying the “ X” rays, but could not 
the names. be readily given in South Africa. Illus- 

trated records have been obtained, and a 
Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): Is there | large number have been forwarded to 
any Irishman on the Committee ? 'the Army Medical School. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, the Irish’ Dr. AMBROSE: Did not the right 
representative is Lieut.-Colonel Keogh, hon. Gentleman tell us last September 
who has a distinguished reputation and | that the war was over ? 
has done good service in South Africa. 


Dr. THOMPSON : Why does not the | MILITARY COURTS-MARTIAL—DEPUTY 
right hon. Gentleman put on the Com- ones penta gmenncigaaeniinamts 
mittee some representative teacher of the) _ Dr. FARQUHARSON : I beg to ask 
Irish Medieal Schools? No member of the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Committee has a well-known name the proceedings of the courts-martial 
among Irish medical teachers, and—— have been from time to time deposited 
a ea : in the office of the Judge Advocate 

Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! Com- General in London, and whether copies 
ments on the answer of the right hon. can now be obtained; I beg also to ask 
Gentleman are not in order. the right hon. Gentleman whether, con- 

Dr. THOMPSON: Will the right | sidering the importance of many of the 
hon. Gentleman undertake that medical | courts-martial that have been held in 
officers shall be allowed to give evidence | South Africa and the increase hae the 
before the Committee as to their griev- | Work of the department, the Govern- 
anein? ment will now consider the propriety 
of appointing a Minister of the Crown to 

Mr. BRODRICK : I cannot give any be Judge Advocate General, so that he 
undertaking. The object is to consider | may be responsible to this House. 
a scheme for the reorganisation of the | 
Army Medical Service. There is no idea) Mr. BRODRICK: Perhaps I may be 
of taking evidence as to the grievances | allowed to reply to these questions. Pro- 


and general condition of the officers and | ceedings of the courts-martial in South 
service. Africa have been sent regularly to the 
, _— | office of the Judge Advocate General in 

Dr. I HOMPSON: Then how are _ London, and copies can be obtained there. 
you going to find out—— In view of the increase of work in that 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | office, an additional Deputy Judge Advo- 
: ‘cate Genera! was appointed. The ap- 

" _pointment suggested was deliberately 
RONTGEN RAYS IN MILITARY | abandoned by the Government of the 
HOSPITALS. | day some years ago, and would not appear 

Sm BENJAMIN STONE (Birming- | either necessary or expedient. The busi- 
ham, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of| ness of the department, under the 











7 Questions. {COMMONS} ‘Questions. 7$ 
present Judge Advocate General, is in| SOLDIERS IN CIVIL PRISONS—CASE 


a very satisfactory condition. | OF THOMAS RYAN. 

es aie : | Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
Dr. FARQUHARSON : Will the right |] peg to ask the Secretary of State for 

hon. Gentleman give me the name of the War whether he is aware that a soldier 

official referred to ! named Thomas Ryan, who was sentenced 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes. I will com. | to three years penal servitude for being 
municate it to the hon. Gentleman. ‘found asleep on guard, is now serving 
that sentence in Stafford County Gaol ; 


can he state whether Ryanis being treated 

RECRUITING STATISTICS. as a civil or military prisoner, and by 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) : I beg to| what authority he is sent to Stafford 

ask the Secretary of State for War | Gaol instead of an Irish prison, where his 

whether he can state the number of men | friends might see him ; and can he now 

recruited from the 27th April last to the state what decision Lord Roberts came 
end of May, and the number of specials | to in this man’s case. 

among such recruits. 


ivy | 


Mr. BRODRICK: Ryan is serving 
Mr. BRODRICK: The numbers of | his sentence in Stafford Gaol,and was sent 
recruits for the Regular Army in the, there by the orders of the Home Office, 
period were 3,029, and of these 1,042 as he is treated as a civil prisoner. No 
were specials. ‘information can yet be given as regards 
the last paragraph of the question. 
MOUNTED TROOPS IN THE UNITED! 
KINGDOM. Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8.W.) 
Mr. ALLEN (Gloucestershire, Stroud) : asked if all prisoners convicted of this 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for offence had been treated in like manner. 
War if he can state the actual number of His information was that they had not. 
mounted men, Regular cavalry, Yeo- 


manry, and mounted infantry, respec. Mr. BRODRICK promised to inquire. 
tively, now under training in the United 
Kingdom. VOLUNTEER PRACTICE AMMUNITION. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The strength of, Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: I beg to 
mounted non-commissioned officers and ask the Secretary of State for War 
men in the United Kingdom is as follows: whether he is aware that the Col- 
Household Cavalry, 1,478; cavalry of! chester Rifle Club are able to buy 
the Line, 11,493; Yeomanry, 10,527 ;| their cartridges at a rate £1 per 1,000 
mounted infantry, 850. It is impossible | cheaper than the War Office will supply 
to say how many are under training at |them ; and whether he will take steps 


any one time. ‘to arrange that the War Office supply 
| cartridges at a rate at least as low as 
SEAFORTH MILITIA. ‘that of private firms. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I | ae : 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War) Mr. BRODRICK: The cartridges 
if he will explain why the Seaforth supplied by the W ar Office have passed 
Militia, numbering upwards of 600 men, the W ar Office inspection in respect of 
were not allowed on their return from | quality, and are sold at the lowest possible 
Egypt to proceed in their uniform to | price. There is nothing to prevent rifle 
Stornoway, especially in view of the fact | clubs from purchasing ammunition of a 
thatthe reception committee had arranged cheaper quality, if they so wish. 
for their uniform to be collected and 
packed in the volunteer drill hall at that | SOLDIERS’ SEPARATION ALLOWANCES. 
a | Mr. GALLOWAY: I beg to ask the 

Mr. BRODRICK: The usual pro | Secretary of State for War, in view of the 
cedure was followed. I cannot give | fact that the War Office grants separation 


answers as to the proceedings of reception | allowance to the wife of a man on active 
committees. service for the child or children of her 
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previous marriage, whether he can} 


explain why the War Office refuses to | 
grant any allowance for the same child | 
or children after the man has lost his life | 
in the service of his country. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Separation allow- | 
ance is granted because the State sepa- | 
rates aman from his family, which he is 
bound by law to maintain. A pension is 
granted in respect of, and as a reward for, 


a man’s services to the State, and not | 


with the view to the maintenance of | 


another man’s children. 


SOLDIERS UNDER TWENTY YEARS 
OF AGE. 

Mr. YERBURGH: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state how many men under twenty 
have been sent to South Africa since the 
beginning of the war, and how many men 
there are under twenty in the Regular 
forces now at home. 


Mr. BRODRICK: About 8,000 men 
under twenty have been sent out to South 
Africa, and are mostly employed on 
the lines of communication. There are 
about 35,000 men under twenty serving 
in the Regular forces at home. 


Mr. YERBURGH : Do 


include the irregular forces ? 


the 8.000 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, the figure only 
applies to the Regulars. 


ARMY CONTRACTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether he has received a 
resolution from the Dublin 


relations between the Contracts and 
Supplies Department, as recommended 


in the evidence of the Commander-in- | 


Chief in Ireland on War Office Organisa- 
tion ; and that effect should be given to 
the resolutions adopted at the Sligo 
Trades Congress by establishing work- 
shops attached to the Military barracks 
in the principal districts in Ireland 
similar to what obtain in Great Britain, 
and by reopening a receiving depot in 
Ireland. 


{27 JuNE 1901} 


Trades | 
Council, urging the readjustment of the | 
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Mr. BRODRICK : The resolution has 
reached the War Office. I cannot give 
any opinion on it at present. 


ARMY SERVICE CORPS DEPOT IN 
MANCHESTER. 

Mr. GALLOWAY : I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
old cavalry barracks in Manchester are 
to be permanently occupied by a depot 
company of the Army Service Corps, 
and whether it is the intention of the 
'Government to establish a permanent 
‘depot in Manchester for the North- 
Western Division; and, if so, whether 
the Government will consider the advisa- 

bility of rebuilding the cavalry barracks 
so as to meet the requirements of an 
Army Service Corps. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The occupation of 
these barracks by the Army Service 
Corps is only a temporary arrangement. 


GIBRALTAR BANK STOPPAGE. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : On 
behalf of the hon. Member for North 
Aberdeen, I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War if he can state the 
result of the inquiry into the stoppage 
of payment by the bank of Messrs. 
Cuby and Son, at Gibraltar, a semi- 
| private bank kept by a man belonging 
to the class of moneylenders as distinct 
from that of bankers; whether he has 
any official information to the effect 
that regimental funds have been allowed 
to accumulate balances at this bank in 
excess of the regulations, and, if so, 
can he say to what extent, and why 
one sergeants’ mess which requested 
leave to remove its money from the 
bank was refused ; and will he state who 
is to be held responsible for the regi 
mental sums invested in such a bank 
instead of with a recognised bank. 


Mr. BRODRICK: There was no 
| knowledge in the War Office of the 
status of Messrs. Cuby’s bank, but 
locally the head of the firm was held in 
esteem. Regimental funds were in their 
hands, but no one fund was higher 
than the regulations permit. One mess 
did request to have its balance trans- 
ferred to another bank, but the officer 
in command declined to transfer the 
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account as no reason was given for 
such action. The total loss cannot be 
ascertained until the affairs of the bank 


are liquidated, but at the time of sus-| 


pension of payment it was held to be 
£2,962. The question raised in the 
last paragraph is under consideration. 


GIBRALTAR WORKS. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether he can state what 
decision has been arrived at with respect 
to the further progress of the naval 
works at Gibraltar. 


THe SECRETARY To tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsTER, Belfast, 
W.): It is proposed to continue and 
complete the bulk of the works con- 
templated on the western side of the 
Rock, including No. 2 Dock and the 
workshops. A portion of the store- 
houses, however, will not be built. The 
direct saving effected by arresting the 
works would be small, while the indirect 
loss, due to the expenditure of money 
upon the incomplete work and to 
payments to the contractor for services 
already rendered in respect of these 
works, would be large. The Admiralty 
are of opinion that the additional dock 
on the western side will be of great 
value to the Mediterranean Fleet in peace 
time, and may also be of the highest 
value in a maritime war. A dock on 
the eastern side, to be completed ten or 
fifteen years hence, will not, however 
desirable in itself, serve as a substitute 
for No. 2 Dock on the western side, 
which is it hoped may be completed at 
an early date. The recommendations 
of the Gibraltar Committee with respect 
to the storage of inflammable articles and 
war stores on the eastern side of the 
Rock will be carried out. The Admiralty 
have given careful attention to the 
recommendations of the Committee to 
the effect that an enclosed harbour and 
dock should be constructed on the 
eastern side of the Rock at an expendi- 
ture which the Committee estimate 


at upwards of five millions sterling. | 


The Admiralty recognise that such a 
harbour and dock would be of value 
under certain circumstances, and they 
are about to institute careful surveys to 
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‘enable them to determine what would 
_be the actual cost incurred and what 
-would be the time occupied in com- 
pleting the works. When this informa- 
tion has been received they will con- 
sider the further question as to whether, 
in view of the general needs of the 
Navy throughout the world, the large 
‘sum necessary can be most profitably 
| expended upon this or upon some other 
service. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : May 
I ask when the Naval Works Bill, on 
which this decision can be discussed, 
is likely to be introduced ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : That ques- 
tion should be addressed to the Leader 
of the House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I have to ask leave to make a short 
personal explanation with respect to 
the Papers presented to Members to-day 
as to the Admiralty works at Gibraltar. 
They consist, first, of the Report of 
30th March, 1901; secondly, of the 
answers to questions, which I observe 
are headed “ Interim Report,” although 
that does not appear on my copy ; and 
thirdly, of the final Report of 16th May, 
1901, in which the following phrase 
occurred, which I think likely to lead to 
some misunderstanding. Admiral Raw- 
son said, in his final Report of May 16th— 
“We have now completed our inquiries and 
deliberations, and I have the honour to submit 
this final Report, in which Sir William Nicholson 
and Mr. Matthews entirely concurred. Mr. 
Gibson Bowles informed me that he could not 
entertain the Report, and therefore declined to 
| discuss it or take any further part in our 
| proceedings.” 
That phrase, which has been perhaps 
inadvertently chosen, might, I think, 
lead to the conclusion or belief that the 
final Report with which I refused to 
concur was this final Report. That is 
not so. The draft final Report sub- 
mitted to me, and which I refused to 
accept, was an entirely different docu- 
ment. 


NEW ROYAL YACHT. 
Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
| whether an inspection of the Royal Yacht 
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was made by an Admiralty expert for 
the purpose of testing her final draft 
and trim shortly before her floating 
out when her instability was first dis- 
covered ; if so, can he state the weight 
then built in, and what was the nature 
of the report made to the Admiralty. 


*Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: No 
inspection or testing of the final draft 
and trim by an expert official took place 
shortly before the floating out of the 
Royal Yacht. 
was floated, her total weight was 4,550 
tons, including about 3,260 tons of hull. 


BEEF SUPPLY TO THE CHANNEL 
SQUADRON AT BEREHAVEN. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether he is aware that the beef 
supplied to the Channel Squadron at 
Castletown, Berehaven, is slaughtered at 
Birkenhead ; whether the contractor 
is required by the terms of his contract 
to have it freshly killed; and, if so, 
whether he will make inquiry into this 
matter. 


*Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER: I have 
no information to the effect that beef 
supplied to the Channel Squadron at 
Castletown Berehaven is slaughtered at 
Birkenhead. No complaint has been 
made of the meat received at Castletown, 
Berehaven, and there appears to be no 
necessity for making further inquiry 
into the matter. 


Mr. GILHOOLY: Will the hon. 
Gentleman inquire where this meat is 
brought from ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir ; 
as long as the terms of the contract are 
fulfilled, that is all we are concerned with. 


VICTORIA MEMORIAL IN INDIA. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether, in view of the Vice- 
roy’s appeal to the princes and rajahs 
of India on behalf of the Victoria 
Memorial, and having regard to the fact 
that the cost of the Imperial Institute at 
Kensington has been largely defrayed 
by the princes of India, the Government 
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propose to apply any portion of the sum 
paid by the University of London for its 
accommodation at the Imperial Institute 
towards the Victoria Memorial in India. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Wolverhampton, E.): This ques- 
tion is based on a misapprehension of the 
facts. The University has paid nothing 
for its accommodation in the Imperial 
Institute buildings. 


UGANDA RAILWAY—COLONEL 
GRACEY’S REPORT. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
has now considered the Report of Colonel 
Gracey on the Uganda Railway; and, 
if so, whether he will laythe Report upon 
the Table of the House. 





THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): I hope 
/shortly to lay Colonel Gracey’s Report 
and other Papers relating to the Uganda 
Railway on the Table of the House. 


{ 


PAPERS ON CRETE. 

Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): 1 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can now 
state when the promised Papers relating 
to Crete will be issued; and whether 
they will include copies of the notes 
addressed to the Powers by the High 
Commissioner of Crete during the years 
1899 and 1900, and the report of H.R.H. 
upon the internal administration of that 
island, together with the Memorandum 
of the Committee of Ambassadors at 
Rome with reference to that Report. 


ViscounT CRANBORNE: The Papers 
which I promised respecting the admini- 
stration and financial condition of Crete 
up to the end of last year are contained 
in the Parliamentary Paper Turkey 
No. 1 (1901), which was distributed on 
the 25th of May. AsI informed the hon. 
Member on the 22nd of April no reports 
such as are mentioned in the question 
are included in them. It would not be 
expedient at present to publish any of the 
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communications which have passed be-| Mr. SCHWANN: Will the noble 
tween the Powers and the High Com- | Lord inquire ? 

missioner, nor the reports of the Am- 

bassadors at Rome, but His Majesty’s| [No answer was returned. | 
Government will consider later whether 
any such Papers can be presented. 





COAL DUTY EXEMPTIONS. 


ARABI PASHA. | Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 'ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | he can state the estimated loss of revenue 

; entailed by his proposed modifications 

of the coal tax in respect of contracts 

and in respect of cheaper coals ; and how 

he proposes to make up the deficiency 
caused there by. 


for Foreign Affairs whether, seeing that 
Arabi Pasha has stated that he is without 
the means to take his family back to 
Egypt, it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to provide transport for him and 
his family. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am 

Viscount CRANBORNE: His 2° in a position to give any more pre- 
Majesty’s Government are not aware | °i8¢ statement of the loss to this year’s 
that Arabi Pasha has made any state- | Yield of the coal duty by the exemp- 
ment of the nature referred to. The ‘on granted to existing contracts than I 
matter would in the first instance be one | 2V¢ the other day. It will take some 


for the consideration of the Egyptian “me to ascertain how many of such 
Government ‘contracts are covered. The loss by the 


exemption of coal not exceeding a value 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare E.): f.0.b. of 6s. a ton will be very much less. 
Will Arabi Pasha continue to receive the I put it for the present at £100,000, but 


allowance made to him by the Govern- | ‘his is subject to further inquiry as to the 
ment ? , | extent to which coal of this class would 


| profit by the exemption under existing 
*Mr. SPEAKER: That does not arise , contracts, I have no present anand 
out of the question. tion of taking any steps of the nature 
| suggested in the last part of the question. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: With 
all respect, Sir, does it not arise on the 
statement that Arabi has no means to | 
bring his family home ? 


Mr. McLAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth) : I beg toask Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer whether he can now clearly 
define the classes of contracts made 
before 19th April, 1901, which are to 

| be exempted from the coal duty down to 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I will 21st December of this year ; and whether 
put a question down to-morrow. all or which of the following will be 

treated in the favoured class, namely, 
‘contracts for sale to foreign buyers 
GERMANY AND THE FARSAN ISLANDS. | which were wholly uncovered on 20th 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I April,similar contracts which were partly 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | covered bythat date, and similar contracts 
for Foreign Affairs if he can inform the which were wholly covered between 
House whether Germany has occupied | 19th April and the date on which a 
the Farsan Islands in the Red Sea, and | demand is put forward for remission of 
has arranged with Turkey for the cession | duty. 


of a strip of territory on the Arabian 
coast. Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think my 
| statement the other day was perfectly 
Viscount CRANBORNE: His | clear. The classes of contracts are f.0.b. 
Majesty's Government have received no and c.i.f. contracts if, and so far as, 
information to the effect stated in the | covered before 19th April, 1901. Un- 
question. | covered contracts would not be exempted. 


*Mr. SPEAKER ruled that it did not. 
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The question seems to suggest that the | account of the prisoners being physically 
cover might be postponed perhaps for | unfit to receive them; but with regard 
months after the date of the contract for | to these latter cases I have not the exact 
sale, but that would be no cover at all. _ figures before me. 


CITY OF LONDON POLICE. 

CotoneEL LOCKWOOD 
Epping): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department, con- 
sidering that the Commissioner of Police 
for the City of London acts altogether 
independently of the Home Office, and 
that he is also independent of the Lord 
Mayor and Aldermen of the City of 
London, whether he will consider the 
advisability of amalgamating the City of 
London Police with the Metropolitan 
Police with a view to rendering the Com- 
missioner of Police for the City more 
responsible to His Majesty’s Government. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritrcuig, Croydon): The Commissioner 
of Police for the City of London, although, 
speaking generally, he acts independently 
ot the Home Office, is subject to the con- 
trol of the Lord Mayor and Aldermen. 
His Majesty’s Government have no inten- 
tion of introducing legislation to amalga- 
mate the City and Metropolitan Police. 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT IN 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: 
to ask the Secretary 
the Home Department whether, in 
the Return presented to the House of 
all sentences of corporal punishment 
inflicted upon prisoners between the Ist 
day of January and the 31st day of 


I beg 


December, 1900, the number of strokes | 


(Essex, | 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS— 
IRISH TAILORING TRADE. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he will take advantage 
of the Committee now sitting to amend 
the Factory and Workshop Acts so as to 
give effect to the request of the Irish 
Trades Congress sent to him to have it 
made imperative that all employers in the 


tailoring trade shall be compelled to 


GAOLS. | 


of State for. 


ordered by the respective judges were in| 


fact inflicted ; and whether there were 
any cases during the said period in which 


the whole or any part of a sentence of | 


flogging was remitted or was not imposed; 
and, if so, whether he will give the num- 
ber and state the details of such cases 
mentioned in the Return. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: 


lashes ordered was not in all cases inflicted. 


The full number of | 


provide sufficient and suitable workshops 
for all those employed at that trade ; 
and whether he will also propose a clause 
making it illegal to have the work of 
clothes making in bedrooms or living 
rooms by out workers. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The questions raised 
by the hon. Member are amongst those 
which I have considered in drafting the 
Bill, and he will find in it provisions 
which go as far in the direction indicated 
as I think practicable. 


ELECTRIC CARS—WIRE 
FATALITIES. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the breakdown of 
the overhead wires, in connection with 
the electric car system, which occurred 
in the Sandyford district of Glasgow 
shortly after 11 p.m. on the evening of 
Saturday the 15th instant, and which 
resulted in the fusing of the trolley wire 
and several explosions ; and, seeing that 
there might have been a loss of life if 
this had happened during the busy part 
of the day, will he call for a report on the 
subject, with a view to ascertain whether 
any steps can be taken which will lessen 
the risk of such accidents. 


GLASGOW 


THE PRESIDENT or toe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. GERALD Barour, Leeds, 


| Central): I have received a report of the 


In four cases in which each prisoner had | 
been sentenced to two separate floggings | 
electrical adviser to consider whether 


the second floggings were omitted, 


} 


accident alluded to by the hon. Member, 
and have referred it to the Board’s 


and in more than one other case the full any steps can be taken to lessen the risk 
number of lashes was not imposed on | of such accidents. 
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MERCHANT SAILORS’ RATIONS—CASE 
OF THE “LEICESTER CASTLE.” 


Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask the | 


President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been called to communi- 
cations from seamen of the “ Leicester 
Castle,” trading from Newcastle to San 
Francisco and from thence to Tal Tal and 
Caleta Buena, complaining of insufficient 
food and stating that but for food given 
to them by foreign sailors they would 
have been practically starved, and that 
for a great part of the voyage there were 
no side lights and no lime juice for the 
crew ; 
ordinary seaman of the “ Leicester 
Castle’ was taken to a lazarette and 
flogged ; and whether he will state what 
steps he has taken to deal with the 
matters set forth in the communications : 


and whether, in view of the complaints of | 


seamen in the British mercantile marine, 
he will recommend the appointment 
of a Royal Commission to inquire into 
such questions as food, treatment, and 
the manning of British ships generally. 
I wish to explain that the question does 
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; NORTH-EAST COAST FISHERIES— 

| TRAWLERS AND FISHERMEN’S 
NETS. 


| *Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
| Wansbeck): I beg to ask the President 
| of the Board of Trade whether his atten- 
| tion has been drawn to the destruction 


of fishermen’s nets by trawlers on the 
| north-east coast on the night of 20th 
June; and whether, seeing that such 
| wilful acts of destruction are of frequent 
/oceurrence, he will adopt some more 
| stringent measures with a view of putting 
| an end to such practices. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 
I have not received any information as 
to the damage to fishermen’s nets re- 
ferred to in the hon. Member’s question 
beyond the newspaper cutting which he 
has been good enough to send me. The 
regulations as to the maintenance of order 
between fishermen in the North Sea 
_ outside of territorial waters are enforced 
as far as possible by cruisers which the 
Admiralty assign for the purpose. I 
shall be happy to direct the attention of 
the Admiralty to the complaint. 


not refer to the present owners of the 


vessel, 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: No, Sir, 


I have not received, nor have I yet been 


able to obtain, any information with | I ) , , 
‘number of certified committees having 


regard to the allegations referred to in 
the question. The firm which has 
owned the “Leicester Castle” since 
January, 1900, has informed us that 


they know nothing of any such occur- | 
If the hon. | 
Member will give me more definite infor- 
mation, such as the date of the voyage, | 


rences having taken place. 


ete., further inquiry shall be made. With 
regard to the last paragraph of the ques- 
tion, I can add nothing to the answer 
which I gave the hon. Member on the 
24th of this month.t+ 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is it not the fact 
that several communications have been 
addressed to and acknowledged by the : 
Board of Trade, and that because nothing 
has been done I have been induced to 
put this question down ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The. 
right hon. Gentleman cannot say what | 
the hon. Member’s motives were. 





+ See preceding volume, page 1211. 





BOARDED-OUT PAUPER CHILDREN. 

Mr. HAY (Shoreditch, Hoxton): I 
beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board if he will state the 


charge of poor law children boarded 
out within the union ; also the number 
of children dealt with by such com- 
mittees. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, 8.): According to the 
latest Return, there are 102 committees 
actually taking charge of poor children 
boarded within the unions to which they 
belong, and the number of such children 


/is 1,846. 


CLOUDESLEY ESTATE FUND, 
ISLINGTON. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
ask the Parliamentary representative of 
theCharity Commissioners whether he will 
state the present number of the trustees 
of the Cloudesley Estate Fund, Islington ; 
whether the trustees have rendered to 
the Charity Commissioners copies of 


their cash accounts for the two years 
ieee 31st March ; and, if so, whether 
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they are open to public inspection ; and 
what is the balance of the annual income 
of the trust fund above £1,000 paid over 


by the trustees during the two years | 


ended the 31st March last to the official 
trustees of charitable funds, and _ in- 
vested in accordance with the Charity 
Commission scheme of 5th August, 1873. 


*THE PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
COMMISSIONER (Mr. GrirritH Bos- 
CAWEN, Kent, Tonbridge): The present 
number of trustees is fourteen, but an 
application is before the Commissioners 
to fill up the number to eighteen, as fixed 
by the scheme of 5th August, 1873. The 
accounts for the two years ending 31st 
March last have not been rendered, but 
the Commissioners have applied for them, 
and when received they will be open to 
public inspection. No balance of the 
annual income of the charity above 
£1,000 has as yet been paid by the 
trustees to the Official Trustees of 
Charitable Funds, and invested in accord- 
ance with the direction of the above- 
mentioned scheme. 


Mr. LOUGH: Is it the intention of 
the Commissioners to make up the 
trustees to eighteen, and will a repre- 
sentative of this borough of Islington be 
put on ? 

*Mr. GRIFFITH BOSCAWEN: As I 
said, an application is now before the 
Commissioners, and I understand that 
four additional trustees will be appointed. 


In doing so, all representations will be | 
| 


| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 


carefully considered. 


FOREIGN PRISON-MADE GOODS. 

Mr. LEVY (Leicestershire, Lough- 
borough) : I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether the Foreign Prison- 
made Goods Act, 1897, is now being 
enforced ; and will he state what goods, 
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whether he will state what public moneys 
have been expended on the publication 
of the Brehon Laws since 1879; when 
Dr. Atkinson, the present editor, was 
appointed, and what were the terms of 
remuneration ; whether it is the duty of 
the editor to submit his work to a com- 
mittee before sending sheets to the press ; 
and, if so, has the present editor sub- 
mitted his work ; and whether, in view 
of the lapse of over twenty years since 
the last volume of the Brehon Laws was 
issued, and of the importance of having 
the remaining volumes expeditiously 
|and economically published, he would 
| publish the remaining portions of the 
manuscripts in photo-zinecography with- 
|out any editing or translation, thereby 
| enabling competent Irish and European 
| scholars to complete the work. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The payments for work subsequent to 
Volume IV., which was published in 
1879, have been :—for editing, £271 19s. ; 

| for printing and paper, £112 lls. 6d. 
| Dr. Atkinson was appointed editor in 
| 1885, and will be paid at the same rate 
as previous editors—namely, 8 guineas 
a sheet. It is not his duty to submit his 
work to a committee. It is anticipated 








_that Dr. Atkinson will complete his work 
| by the end of the summer, and there 


would, therefore, appear to be no need 
for the alteration suggested by the hon. 
Member. 


MALLAIG MAILS. 


'to the Treasury, as representing the 
| Postmaster General, if he will state to 


| what extent the conveyance of Storno- 
|way mails to Mallaig has accelerated 


their delivery in Glasgow, Edinburgh, 
and London, respectively ; and will he 
say what sum is paid to the mail steamer 


in quantity or value, have been seized | contractor for the service to Mallaig over 
in each year since the passing of the Act.| and above the contract for the mail 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
Yes, Sir; the Act is being enforced, and 
126 bundles of mats have been seized 
under its provisions. 


BREHON LAWS. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 


| 





packet service between Kyle of Lochalsh 
and Stornoway. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Under existing arrangements the con- 
veyance of Stornoway mails to Mallaig 
has accelerated their delivery in Glasgow 
by about five hours, and in Edinburgh 
by about two hours. If an acceleration 
of the train service from Mallaig, proposed. 
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for the months of July, August, Septem- 
ber, and October, is carried out to the full 
extent, the delivery in Edinburgh by 
that route will be still further accelerated 
by about two hours. It should, how- 
ever, be stated that under an acceleration, 
also proposed of the train service from 
Kyle during those four months, the time 
of delivery at Edinburgh and Glasgow 
would practically be the same, whether 
the mails were forwarded via Mallaig or 
via Kyle and Inverness. The Mallaig 
route from Stornoway affords no accelera- 
tion of delivery in London as compared 
with the Kyle route. No payment is 
made to the mail steamer contractor 
over and above the contract price for the 
conveyance of mails from Stornoway 
between Kyle and Mallaig. 


Mr. WEIR: Did I understand the 
hon. Gentleman to say that no extra 
payment is made for carrying these mails 
an extra forty miles ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
When I say “no payment is made” I 
mean that no payment is made. 


FOREIGN TRAWLERS IN SCOTTISH 


WATERS. 

Mr. CROMBIE: On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Banffshire, I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate what recommendations, 
if any, were made at the recent Inter- 
national Conference at Christiania with 
reference to the exclusion of foreign 
trawlers from areas in Scottish waters 
reserved from British trawlers ; if any 
recommendations were made, will he 
state what steps will be taken to give 
effect to them. 


Mr. WEIR: At the same time, may I 
ask the Lord Advocate, as representing 
the Secretary for Scotland, if he will state 
whether the Under Secretary for Scot- 
land, who represented the British Govern- 
ment at the Hydrographical Conference, 
held at Christiania on the 6th May last, 
brought under the notice of the delegates 
the question of closing the Moray Firth 
against foreign trawlers, and the exten- 
sion of the three mile limit ; and will he 
say what decision was arrived at on the 
subject. Mt: 3 


*ToE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): Sir Colin 
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Scott Moncrieff, who was one of the 
delegates who represented this country 
at the Christiania Conference, accord- 
ing to his instructions brought for- 
ward the case of the Moray Firth, 
from which, as an experiment which 
may be said to be in the interest of 
fisheries common to all nations, British 
trawlers have now been excluded for a 
number of years. He pointed out that 
it had been hoped that the closure of the 
Moray Firth, in affording an extensive 
breeding area for young fish, would 
produce valuable results ; but that the 
experiment had been vitiated in recent 
years by numbers of foreign trawlers 








who have disregarded the bye-laws 
framed for the protection of this area, 











The subject was therefore carefully 
discussed at the Conference, and the 
following resolution was unanimously 
adopted— 

“In distinct areas of the sea, as for example, 
the Moray Firth, in which any Government has 
undertaken _ scientific experiments in the 
interests of the fisheries, and in which the 
success of the experiments is being hindered by 
the operations of trawlers, it is to be desired 
that measures be adopted for the removal of 
such hindrances.” 


The best method of procedure which 
should follow so important a recom- 
mendation as this is now receiving the 
full consideration of the Government 
Departments concerned. 


Mr. WEIR: Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man answer the last paragraph of my 
question ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I take 
it I have answered it. I have given the 
result of the Christiania Conference, and 
as the extension of the three-mile limit is 
not mentioned, I assume no decision was 
come to on that point. 


FOOD AND DRUGS ACT—ANALYTICAL 
ERRORS. 

Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether his 
attention has been called to the working 
of the Food and Drugs Act, under which 
a seller may be prosecuted on the sole 
ground of the analysis of a local public 
analyst, who is liable to error, and the 
public analyst himself may be prosecuted 
on the grounds that his analysis is wrong ; 
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whether, considering the cases whereby | 
sellers can suffer loss owing to a prosecu- | 
tion at the instance of local inspectors, | 
although the prosecution is subsequently | 
withdrawn, he would consider the ex- | 
pediency of introducing legislation to | 
assimilate the working of the Food and | 
Drugs Act to that of the Fertilisers Act | 
in respect of having the analysis of the | 
local analyst revised by skilled analysts of | 
the Local Government Board before pro- , 
ceeding to a prosecution under the Act ; 
is he aware that claims against local 
authorities by those so injured through 
unsubstantiated charges are dismissed in 
the Law Courts as being irrelevant ; and 
will he look into a recent case of such a 
nature in Aberdeen in which a firm 
supplying aerated waters suffered loss, 
with a view of suggesting some method 
of compensation or redress. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The’ 
Act provides that a seller may be prose- 
cuted upon the report of the analyst of a | 
local authority. No prosecution could 
possibly be brought against an analyst 
on the simple ground that his analysis 
was wrong. I am aware that an action 
of damages against the analyst in Aber- 
deen was dismissed as irrelevant. No 
action has, so far as I know, been raised 
against the local authority. The cir- 
cumstances of the case in question do 
not, I think, suggest any special hardship | 
or grievance which calls for remedy by 
legislation, and in particular the altera- 
tions of the law suggested by the hon. | 
Member would, in my judgment, go far 
to paralyse the working of the Act. 


SCOTTISH BURGH MEDICAL OFFICERS | 
OF HEALTH. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord | 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
for Scotland, if he will state the number 
of medical officers of health appointed in 
Scotland to burghs since the 15th May, | 
1894; and will he say how many of | 
these medical officers hold a public health | 
diploma. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I “ 
informed by the Local Government | 
Board that since 15th May, 1894, seventy- | 
two burgh local authorities have ap- | 
pointed medical officers of health. Ex- 
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all the medical officers of health appointed 
hold a public health diploma 


MOONLIGHTING IN CO. KERRY. 


CoLoneL M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state how many moonlighting out- 
rages have been reported to and by the 
police as having taken place during the 


‘last two months in the county Kerry ; 


whether it has been reported to him that 
a house belonging to a large farmer 
named Philip Cremin has been recently 


_attacked, and that it was only on his 


expressing his willingness to join the 
United Irish League that the attacking 
party left, after having fired several 
shots; and whether any arrests have 
been made in connection with these 
outrages. 

*Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpbuam, Dover): The 
outrage referred to in this question is 
the only one of this character reported 
from Kerry in the past two months, the 
facts of which are correctly stated. No 
arrests have, so far, been made by the 
police. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): Is it not 
the fact that in this part of Ireland the 
recorder at the last two quarter sessions 
has been presented with white gloves 
because there have been no prisoners for 
trial ? 

CapTaIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Was 


any injury inflicted on any man, woman, 


‘or child in connection with this case ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have nothing to 
add to the answer I have given to the 


| question. 


| AGRARIAN TROUBLE AT BALLINROBE. 


CotoneL M‘CALMONT : I beg to ask 


‘the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 


tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a stack of hay belonging to a Mr. 
Daly, residing near Ballinrobe, was 
recently burnt ; and that Mr. Daly was 
previously denounced at a meeting of 
the United Irish League ; and have any 
arrests been made. 


An Hon. Memper : Is it in order to ask 
a question in this House in relation to a 


cept in the case of two of these burghs, | case pending trial ? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: An application has | by local authorities of neglect or over- 
been lodged by Mr. Daly for compensa- | looking ; and will he cause inquiries to 
tion in respect of the injury mentioned in | be made into this complaint. 
the first part of the question. Any de- | 
nunciatory language that may have been; *Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
used at the meeting referred to will | ment Board sits every day in the week to 
necessarily be involved in the determina- | administer the duties of the Department 
tion of the motive, and, this being so, it| and every matter requiring a decision, 
would be improper for me to discuss what | order, or ruling, by the Board is duly 
took place at the meeting. No arrests | submitted to the Board. 
have, so far, been made in connection | 
with the occurrence. | Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the work 
|of the Local Government Board done 
AGRARIAN OUTRAGES IN IRELAND. | solely by the gentlemen in Dublin or 
, i ae | does the right hon. Gentleman deal with 
CoLoneL M‘CALMONT: I beg to ask particular cases ? 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | 
tenant of Ireland whether he will state’ *\jp~ WYNDHAM: Minor cases do 
how many cases of houghing and maim- | not come before me unless some question 
ing of cattle have been reported to and | of policy is involved, but particular 
by the police in Ireland during the last matters to which my attention is directed 
six months ; in what counties did such | __ag jg often done—by hon. Members of 
outrages occur, and had the owners of any | this House receive my personal attention. 
of these animals been previously de-| 
nounced by the United Irish League ; | 
and in how many cases were persons | 
made amenable. 


COUNTY COUNCILS ASSOCIATION 
EXPENSES. 
|. Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of | I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
such outrages committed during the past | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
six months was thirty-one. They | will introduce a Bill applying to Ireland 
occurred in the counties of Down, Tyrone, | the provisions of The County Councils 
Kildare, Galway, Mayo, Sligo, Clare, | Association (Scotland) Expenses Act, 
Cork, Kerry, Limerick, Tipperary, and | 1894. 
Queen’s County. Eight of the thirty-| 
one cases were of an agrarian origin. *Mr. WYNDHAM: As already stated 
The owner of one of the animals was on | by me, this matter is under consideration, 
friendly terms with a man who had but I cannot undertake to introduce 
been held up to odium by the United legislation on the subject during the 
Irish League. An arrest was made in, present session. 
one case, and the accused is awaiting his | 
trial at assizes. | Mr. KENNEDY: Will the right hon. 
' . 'Gentleman undertake to introduce a 
Two NATIONALIST MEMBERS rose to | Bil] next session 2 


put supplementary questions, but the | ; 
Speaker ruled both out of order. | *Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not usual 
‘to reply to such questions until the next 
IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD, | 8°SS!02 attives. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask) ' 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | a by raid HOUSE 
tenant of Ireland how many times the | nage es doe 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 


Local Government Board for Ireland | , 
sit to administer the duties of their office | | beg iv ask the Chief Secretary to the 


each week ; and whether he is aware Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
| proposes to take steps to prohibit the 
collection of money after meetings on the 
| Custom House steps of Belfast, as in the 
case of Hyde Park. 


that many communications are never 
brought to the notice of the members 
of the Board at all, and some of them 
only when special complaints are made 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to this 
question is inthe negative. I am unable 
tosay whether the Belfast Corporation 
has any power to prohibit the collection 
of money by means of a byelaw. The 


collection of money in Hyde Park is | 


forbidden under the Parks Regulation 
Act of 1892. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Board 
of Works has the same control over the 
Custom House steps in Belfast as the 
Home Office has over Trafalgar Square 
in London; and, if so, whether the 
regulations under which meetings are 
permitted in the latter place will be ex- 
tended to the former. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The control of the | 


Custom House in Belfast is vested in the 
Board of Public Works, but the ex- 
pediency of enclosing the steps with the 


{27 JuNE 1901} 





Questions. 98 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: TI am in com- 

/munication with the War Department 
in this matter. Perhaps the hon. Mem- 
ber will repeat the question on Monday 

| next. 

| 


| IRISH MEDICAL DISPENSARY OFFICES. 


| Mr. DALY (Monaghan, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
/aware that expense is caused to boards 
of guardians, as well as trouble to the 
medical officers of dispensaries, in Ireland, 
by the books kept by the doctors in the 
dispensaries having to be taken to the 
workhouse to be checked instead of being 

examined at the dispensary, as before 
‘the passing of the Local Government 
| Act, and if he will direct that the books 
be checked at the dispensaries in the 
future by a committee appointed as the 
Local Government Board and guardians 
| may direct. 





object of prohibiting, or otherwise regu- | 


lating meetings there, is, as | have already 
stated, very doubtful. 


The regulations | 


| The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


under which meetings are permitted in | 


Trafalgar Square are made under statute. 
No comparison can be drawn between 
the two places. 

Mr. NANNETTI: Is it not the fact 
that the Irish Board of Works has control 


of the Dublin Custom House steps and | 


prevents meetings being held there ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: [I cannot say. I) 
have given this matter some considera- | 


tion, but there are difficulties in the way 
of dealing with it. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Make the same 
law apply to Belfast as to Dublin. 


BELTURBET RIGHT-OF-WAY DISPUTE, 

Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the inhabitants of Belturbet 
have always enjoyed a _ right-of-way 
along the river Erne at rear of the 
military barracks in Belturbet, and can 
he state for what reasons and under 
what authority the commanding officer 
of the 140th Battery Royal Field Artil- 
lery has recently put a guard on the 
pathway and refused to allow the public 
to use it. 


VOL, XCVI. 
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Mr. M'GOVERN: To ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland is he aware that the Bailie- 
borough, Bawnboy, Enniskillen, and 
other boards of guardians have passed 
resolutions asking the Local Govern- 
ment Board, in order to save expense 
and trouble, to change their order, 
which compels the dispensary medical 
officers to send their books to the board 
/rooms of the union once a month for 
the purpose of being examined by the 
| guardians, and suggesting that a local 
| committee appointed by the boards of 
| guardians should have power to examine 
| these books in the dispensaries in Ireland, 
}and will he ask the Local Government 
| Board to reconsider this order with a 
| view of complying with the request of a 
number of boards of guardians in Ire- 


land. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The only com- 


mittees which a board of guardians 
is empowered to appoint are those re- 
ferred to in Section 39 of the Local 
Government Act for the purpose of the 
admission of paupers to the anion work- 
house. Thé p*riodicei examination, ‘of 
the dispensary books is enjoined by 
Aviiclé 10 cf the Lispersary Regulations, 


DD °:- 
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the object being to ensure that the whole 
body of the guardians shall have an 
opportunity of inspecting the records 
with a view to the efficient administra- 
tion of medical relief. 
usually sent by parcels post, and the 
practice has been found to work satis- 
factorily. I will ask the hon. Member 
for West Cavan to take this as a reply to 
his question on the same subject. 


Mr. DALY: Has not the right hon. 


Gentleman received any protests from. 


boards of guardians as to this expense ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir, my atten- 
tion has only been drawn to the matter 
by this question. 


IRISH LABOURERS’ COTTAGE 
SCHEMES. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Mid) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the complaints 
received by the Local Government 
Board from rural district councils re- 
garding the delays in holding inquiries 
into improvements schemes under the 
Labourers (Ireland) Acts ; can he explain 
the cause of these delays, and will he 
see that adequate provision be made for 
dealing with this departmental work 
and removing any grounds of com- 
plaint. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Some complaints 
of this nature have been received. A 
very considerable number of applications 
have been lodged during the past eigh- 
teen months, and three inspectors were 
temporarily appointed to cope with the 
additional work. At present very few 
cases are awaiting inquiry. 


Mr. SHEEHAN asked as to a scheme 
of the Cork District Council. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I must ask for 
notice of that. 


GREYSTONES PIER. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): On behalf of the hen. Member for 
Esst: Wicklow, I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary ‘to thé Lord: Lietitenant of 
Ireland whether he is now’in a position 
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| to state definitely what steps, if any, the 

Irish Government proposes to take with 
regard to the Greystones pier and har- 
_ bour. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not in a 
position to make any definite announce- 
ment on the subject. The work is one 

_which must be considered in connection 
with others involving expenditure of 
considerable magnitude. 


These books are | 


LONDONDERRY POLICE. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): | 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that although the county boroughs 
of Cork, Limerick, and Waterford are 
policed at the expense of the Imperial 
Exchequer, and that no charge falls on 
them in this respect, the county borough 
of Londonderry has, in respect of the 
year ending 30th September, 1900, to 
pay a sum of £776 10s. 4d. for its ordi- 
nary police force; and that, although 
at the late census the population of 
Londonderry exceeded 38,000, the city 
had only a free quota of police number- 
ing 76 allowed to it, having to pay for 
an additional fourteen men to make up 
the permanent police force in the city ; 
and whether, under these circumstances, 
and considering that every county, 
every city (except Belfast), every county 
town and village in Ireland is policed at 
the expense of the Imperial Exchequer, 
steps will be taken to remove the treat- 
ment in this respect to which the city 
of Londonderry is subjected, so that in 
future an absolutely free police force will 
be allocated thereto. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are as 
stated in the first paragraph. The 
borough of Londonderry is policed under 

a special Act of 1870, the third section 
of which expressly contemplates the 
constitution of the ‘‘ ordinary ”’ police 
force as partly free and partly chargeable 
to the rates. There are two other cities 
similarly cireumstanced, Dublin and 
Belfast, and of the three Londonderry 
is by far the most favourably treated in 
the matter of payment for police. The 
next triennial redistribution of the free 
force of police cannot take place until 
1903, and the claims of Londonderry for 
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an increased free establishment will then 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Particulars of the 


be considered in connection with the} amounts expended on outdoor relief in 


claims of other localities. 


CLONAKILTY SANITATION. 
Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Co. Cork, 


S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that in the Clonakilty rural 
district certain sanitary works are not 
being carried out owing to local objection 
on the ground of expense; whether, 
seeing that the Clonakilty Rural Dis- 
trict Council, with a view to removing 
the local objection to the undertaking 
of those works, have passed resolutions 
calling on the Government to revert to 
the original system of making sanitary 
charges divisional or townlands charges, 
he will be prepared to give effect to their 
wishes as soon as practicable. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the areas of charge for special sanitary 
expenses is under consideration and the 
Local Government Board are taking 
steps to ascertain the views of the dis- 
trict councils with respect to the charge- 
ability of expenses of sanitary works for 
populous places other than towns under 
municipal authorities. 


CLONAKILTY POOR LAW 
ADMINISTRATION. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY: I beg to 


Lieutenant 


(juardians recently passed a resolution 
calling on the Government to amend 
the Local Government (Ireland) Act so 
as to have the chargeability of indoor 
and outdoor relief placed on the elec- 
toral division and not on the union at 
large as at present, which has resulted 


| DISPUTE WITH BOARD OF 





each union in Ireland will be found in 
the Board’s annual reports. The tables 
in the last report cover the period ended 
31st March, 1900. 


EVICTIONS IN LEITRIM. 
Mr. DILLON: I wish to ask the 


Chief Secretary for Ireland a question, of 
which I have given him private notice, 
/namely, whether his attention has been 
called to the eviction campaign now 
proceeding at Kiltyclogue, in county 
Leitrim, whether 100 police are engaged 
in the campaign; whether the first 
person evicted was an old woman aged 
over eighty years, and whether she was 
left lying in a ditch, and on what grounds 
were a number of people who were look- 
| ing on batoned by the police. 








*Mr. WYNDHAM: I was aware some 
days ago that the Sheriff of Leitrim pro- 
posed to execute sixteen decrees against 
| tenants in the neighbourhood mentioned, 
_and that he had requisitioned protection, 
| which it was, of course, the duty of the 
| Executive to afford. A force of 100 men 
| was ordered to attend for this purpose. 

In the short interval since I received 
| notice of the question I have not been 
| able to ascertain the facts as to the other 
matters alluded to by the hon. Member. 








acca a | Mr. DILLON : I will repeat the ques- 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | tion iieibiaile 


of Ireland whether he is | 
aware that the Clonakilty Board of | 


LONGFORD DISTRICT COUNCILS— 
WORKS. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 


| Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 


he is aware that a writ has been issued 
against the Longford Urban Distrigt 
Council and the Longford Rural District 





in an increase of expense ; and whether, | Council for recovery of a sum of £398 15s 
with a view of ascertaining the necessity | due to the Board of Works, the delay in 
for amending the law, he will grant a | paying which arose from a dispute as to 
Return showing the amount expended | liability between the two councils ; and 
on out-door relief in each union in Ire-| whether, seeing that they have agreed 
land for the half-years ended 29th Sep-| to an adjustment of their differences by 
tember, 1898, and 25th March, 1899, | an arbitrator to be sanctioned by the 
before the Act came into operation, and Court of King’s Bench, the Council found 
the amount expended during the half-|in default to pay the amount imme- 
years ended 30th September, 1900, and | diately, the Board of Works will stay 
31st March, 1901, when the Act was o—— proceedings, pending the adjust- 
ment. 


D2 . 





two years in force. 
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*THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London 
derry, N.): Iam unable to direct the pro- 
ceedings to be stayed unless the sum 
sued for be paid, which the councils con- 
cerned can readily do, and adjust 
their respective liabilities afterwards 
under the arbitration. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is it not the 
fact that the meetings of the councils 
cannot be convened in time ? 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I think they can | 


be held before further proceedings are 
taken. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: But will not 
extra costs be incurred? We want to 
avoid that. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : I will consider the 
matter. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL IN- 
STRUCTION ACT—DANGEROUS 
PUBLIC PLACES. 

Me. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether, 
seeing that Section 17 of the Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) 
Act enables sanitary authorities to close 
up places dangerous to life, such as open 
and unprotected canal harbours or basins, 
effect will be given to this section by the 
issue of a circular to magistrates explain- 

ing its provisions in this direction. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : The question seems 
to be based on an entire misapprehension 
of the provisions of the statute. If any 
circular were necessary, which it is not, 
it should be to the effect that the section 
does not confer any of the powers men- 
tioned by the hon. Member, but merely 
enables the department to appear as 
complainants before the Railway and 
Canal Commissioners. 


CAHIRCIVEEN (KERRY) LETTER 
DELIVERIES. 

Mr. BOLAND: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether he 
is aware that the consistent unpunctu- 
ality in the delivery of letters, especially 
on fair days, is causing inconvenience to 


the inhabitants of Cahirciveen, County | 
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Kerry; and, seeing that during the 
fortnight ending 15th June, there being 
two deliveries daily, the mails were over 


‘an hour late on eleven occasions, and on 


one occasion were two and a quarter 
hours late, will he take steps to secure 
greater punctuality in the delivery of 
the letters in that district. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: It 
is true that the mails have recently been 
very irregular in arrival at Cahirciveen. 
Representations on the subject have on 
several recent occasions been addressed 
to the railway company concerned, with 
the view of obtaining a more punctual 
service in future, and the Postmaster 
General is considering whether any 
further steps can be taken in regard to 
that service. 


Mr. BOLAND: Were the replies of 
the railway companies to the representa- 
tions satisfactory on the whole ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | 
should say they were not, as the Post- 
master General is considering if any 
further steps can be taken in regard to 
this service. 


LEHANMORE RURAL POSTMEN. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
his attention has been called to the 


weekly remuneration received by the 


rural postal messenger of Lehanmore, 
County Cork, and whether he will take 
into consideration this man’s case, with a 
view to increase his wages. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
Postmaster General will cause inquiry to 
be made, and the result shall be com- 
municated to the hon. Member as soon 
as possible. 


TELEGRAPHIC DELAYS BETWEEN 
LONDON AND CORK. 


Me. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 


'to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 


representing the Postmatser General. 
whether his attention has been called to 
complaints of inconvenience caused by 
frequent delays in the transmission of 
telegrams from London to Cork ; can he 
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state what is the cause of this irregularity; 
and will he give the matter early atten- 
tion and provide a remedy. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General is aware that at | 
certain hours of the day there has been | 
some delay in the case of telegrams sent | 
from London to Cork. But these mes- | 
sages are generally lengthy market 
reports, consisting chiefly of figures 
which require great care in transmission | 
and oceupy a longer time than ordinary 
telegrams. The general traffic appears to 
be transmitted with reasonable expe- 
dition. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOL BUILDINGS 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: 


now communicate the result of the pro- 
mised inquiry by the Board of Works 
into the proposed increase in estimate for 
Plan VI. A for the building of national 
schools in Ireland ; and, if 1 not, what is 
the cause of the delay in completing | 
the inquiry. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The revision of the estimates on which 
grants towards the cost of the erection | 
of national schools are based has been 
practically completed, and the new scale 
will shortly be submitted for the approval 
of the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion and of the Treasury. 


| before on this matter. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will the new | 


scale be laid on the Table ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I) 
cannot say until I have seen it and until 
it has been approved by the Commission | 
ef National Education and the Treasury. | 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON’ IRISH 
UNIVERSITY EDUCATION. 

Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can say if any of the mem- 
bers of the Royal Commission on Uni- 
versity Education in Ireland are 
Presbyterians. 


‘fr, A. J. BALFOUR: I have not’ 


made myself particularly acquainted | 


with the religious denominations to '| 
\ 
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‘which the members of the Commission 
| belong. The endeavour of the Govern- 
‘ment has been to choose great educa- 
| tional experts, and I think it is acknow- 
ledged by common consent that that 
has been done. 


Mr. T. L. CORBETT (Down, N.): 
Has the right hon. Gentleman consulted 


‘the heads of any religious bodies ? 


Vr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I have 


/ not consulted the Moderator of the Pres- 


byterian Church nor the Roman Catholic 
Archbishop. 


[A further question by Mr. WoLFF and 
‘the reply were inaudible. } 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 


beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


whether he is aware that a provisional 
committee has been formed to obtain the 
appointment of a Minister of Commerce 
with officials and a consultative com- 
/mittee: and seeing that many Members 
| of Parliament, lord mayors, mayors, 
aldermen, business firms, and about forty 
|chambers of commerce advocate the 
formation of this Department, whether 
he will make further inquiry on the 


| Subject. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
I can add nothing to what I have said 
It is one which, 
of course, will not be lost sight of. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
Will the Leader of the House indicate 
‘the course of business next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Next week, 


‘and I hope not very late in the week, 


we propose to conclude the proceedings 
in Committee on the Finance Bill. After 
that the second reading of the Loan 
Bill will be taken. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What about Supply ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As to that I 
cannot make a final statement, but an 
intimation has reached me from more 
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than one quarter that hon. Gentlemen | it is the intention of the Government 
would like to have a further discussion | to put this Bill down for next Tuesday. 
on the Naval Vote, and I am contem-| It was printed at the end of last week, 
plating that Vote as the probable business | and, as has been stated by the hon. 





for Friday. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN. 


Philip Staveley Foster, esquire, for the | 
County of Warwick (South-Western or | 


Stratford-on-Avon Division). 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


_Member for Mid Lanark, it is practically 
the same Bill as that distributed last year, 
| with one important exception. 


| Mr. CALDWELL thought the Govern- 
ment ought to have made up their mind 
long before this whether they were going 
|to go on with this Bill or not. The 
| matter was entirely in their hands, and 
‘if they neglected to give the local authori- 


That they have agreed to, Purchase | ties an opportunity of expressing their 


of Land (Ireland) Bill ; Civil List Bill. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS. 
[EXPENSEs} 
Considered in Committee : 
(In the Committee.) 


{Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair.] 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of contributions towards 
the cost of maintaining in custody 
children or young persons under any 
Act of the present session to amend 
the law relating to Youthful Offenders.” 
—(Mr. Secretary Ritchie.) 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he wished to know from the Home 
Secretary when it was proposed to take 
this Bill in Committee upstairs. He 
thought there ought to be some oppor- 
tunity given to the local authorities 
in Scotland, who were interested in 
this Bill of considering it. This measure 
was practically the same as the one 
introduced last year, and although 
it went a little further so far as the local 
authorities were concerned 





*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | 


will not be in order in discussing the Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL said he was only | 


. ; ‘ . > | 
discussing the question of the time. 


| 
*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror, 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuir, Croydon): I understand that | 


views they would have to take the conse- 
| quences. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.) urged that the Home Secretary 
should not proceed with the Bill sosoon, 
as it contained an innovation for the 
consideration of which time was required. 
The Bill ought to be very carefully 
considered. There was one clause in 
the Bill which threw the responsibility 
on the parents and that was a very 
serious matter, and quite an irnovation. 
There ought to be a little more time 
| given so that hon. Members would have 
an opportunity of putting down Amend- 
ments, which would, to some extent, 
improve that portion of the Bill. He 
_agreed that this was not a highly con- 
troversial question, and he hoped the 
| Home Secretary wouldtakeinto considera- 
| tion the fact that the House allowed the 
| Bill to be read a second time without 
‘discussion. He thought that was a good 
‘reason why they should be given a little 
_ more time to consider this Bill. ' 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I will communicate 
with the noble Lord who is chairman 
‘of the Committee upon this question. 
If the noble Lord sees no objection to 
this course I shall certainly not oppose 
the postponement of the Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 
A 


ia 
>". 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second. 
time.” 
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*CapTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.) : | 
As this Bill involves a sum of £35,000,000 | 
sterling, and as a large number of the 
Votes which have been passed in this 
House cover many matters which we | 
have not had a full and complete discus- | 
sion upon, I desire now to draw attention 

to some of these matters. I shall pur- 

posely avoid dealing with those questions | 
upon which we have already had a full | 
and lengthy discussion, but new matters 

have arisen in connection with some 

of these Votes, and I refer more especially | 
to the item for transports and remounts 
in connection with the Army. The! 
total expenditure—of which only one | 
half is borne in this Bill—for transports 
is something like £20,000,000. With 
reference to remounts, the Bill is respon- 
sible for a sum of about three and a half 
millions, but the total amount which 
has been covered for this year and last 
year is as much as seven millions. In 
fact, although the sum asked for in this 
Bill in respect of transports and remounts | 
barely touches sixteen millions, the ques- 
tion is much larger than that, the total 
sum expended during last year and this 
amounting to twenty-seven millions. 
Now how has this immense sum been 
expended on transports and remounts ! 
[ should like to point out that transports | 
could have been taken up at something 
like 12s. or 12s. 6d. per ton before the 
war, but what happened after the war 
broke out ? Although the Government 
knew they were about to be involved 
in war, they took no precautions to deal 
with this question of transports, and the 
result was that when they came to take 
up transports they found themselves 
obliged to pay between 25s. and 35s. per | 
ton. It might have been somewhat 

speculative, but if the Government had 

only shown foresight in this matter they 

might have obtained their transports 

at a third of the price which they have 

been obliged to pay, and thus have | 
saved the country nearly seven millions | 
sterling. I wish also to ask what was | 
paid for the transport of Hungarian 
horses from Fiume, a point upon which 
the House is still without information. | 
We do not know to this moment what we | 
paid for them. I am anxious to know 
if the right hon. Gentleman can tell us 
what was the cost of the shipping of these 





Hungarian horses and whether the cost | 
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includes the crew, the food for the crew, 
bunker coals, pilotage, and light and 
harbour dues. Unless we have these 


‘details it is impossible for us to know 


what proportion of money has been spent 
upon the various kinds of transport, 
and we should not be able to see whether 
the Government took due precautions 
when dealing with foreign firms. 

I am not going to touch upon any 
subject with which I have already dealt, 
but I will deal with a completely new 
phase of the question. I put a question 


recently to the Secretary of State for 


War with reference to the purchase of 
Army remounts in this country. Be- 


' tween 4,000 and 5,000 horses were sold 


not long ago in Glasgow, and some of 


‘them are still being sold. Seeing the 


great trouble and difficulty we have had 
in connection with horses in South 
Africa, and seeing the bad class of horses 
which have been sent out there, some of 
which did not last more than three or 
four days, I wish to ask why the Govern- 
ment have not bought the seasoned 
horses which were being sold in Glasgow 
at an average of £26 apiece, in conse- 
quence of the introduction of electric 
traction, because, according to the Esti- 


| mate of the Secretary of State for War, 


the average price of an artillery horse 
paid by the Government was something 
like £42? The answer I received to my 
question was that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was aware of the sale in question, 
but he did not consider that the horses 
were suitable for artillery service. I 
never suggested that they should be taken 


‘for artillery service, although I submit 
'that they were suitable for that service. 


It is within the cognisance of all those 
who have been in South Africa that the 
very best horses out there were those 
which were obtained from the London 
omnibus and tramway companies. If 
those London horses were suitable, why 
should the Glasgow horses not be equally 
suitable? The suburbs of Glasgow are 
hilly, and the horses from that district 
ought to be even more suitable than the 


| London horses. 


But even if some reason could be urged 
why the Glasgow horses were not suitable, 
the same reason could not be urged in 

| regard to the Liverpool horses, where 
| 1,500 horses were sold for the same 
reason. Did the Government take 
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advantage of that sale in order to obtain | at the mercy of any of these gentlemen 


some of those horses. 


nothing of the kind. 


which the noble Lord will probably give 
He will probably say that there | 
was, at one time, glanders in one of the | 
I am prepared to | 


to me. 


suburbs of Glasgow. 
state that if there was one lot of horses in 


the United Kingdom which could be | 
being free | 
from glanders, that body of horses was | 
the one which was sold by the Glasgow | 
Tramway Company, because eighteen | 
months ago they were all subjected to | 
the Malline test, which by an injection | 
makes it absolutely certain whether a| 
horse is suffering from glanders or not. | 
That is an acknowledged fact, for in Bel- | 


absolutely relied upon as 


gium and even in France the Malline 
test is accepted not only in courts of law 
but in scientific circles. Therefore I 
think we ought to have some explanation 
upon this score. 

There is yet another important matter 
—-I allude to the charge which has been 
levelled against British officers in con- 
nection with the purchase of remounts. 
When the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Dulwich made his statement in this 
House upon this subject, for my part, I 
thought it was ridiculous, and I did not | 
believe it could be possible in the smallest 
degree. I have since made inquiries, 
and I regret very much to have to state 
that there appeared to be very grave 
suspicion, and I may say considerable 
foundation, for what was stated by the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Dulwich. 
In the first place, what class of officers 
were selected for this duty ? 
duty to which was attached great respon- 
sibility and which involved the expendi- 
ture of large sums of the taxpayers’ 
money. And what class were selected ? 
One would have supposed that there were 
in this country many retired officers who 


had great knowledge of horseflesh, who | 


would have been selected for this duty, 


and who were, at the same time, men in | 
high positions and of ample means who | 


could have been absolutely trusted to 
carry out this duty. The Government 
selected from the reserve of _ officers, 
from half-pay officers, and from other 
men who were known to be impecunious, | 
and they did not take the precaution of 
seeking any security from them. The 
Government left the public completely 


Capt. Norton, 


It was a| 


No, they did) who happened, owing to his circum- 
I know the answer | stances, to be liable to give way to tempta- 


ition. I say that it is the manifest duty 

of the Government to clear this aspersion 
from the characters of all those officers 
who have been buying horses for them, 
for I feel sure that the bulk of those 
officers would scorn any action of the 
kind imputed to them. Nevertheless, 
there was a grave suspicion resting upon 
some of the officers connected with the 
remount department which ought to be 
cleared up. It is believed that, both in 
America and Germany, illicit profits 
have been made by those buying re- 
mounts for the Government, and though 
I believe the bulk of these officers would 
scorn any action of this kind, it is neces- 
| sary for the Government to institute an 
|independent roving Commission, com- 
posed of a business man, a lawyer, a 
soldier, a veterinary surgeon, and a 
memberof this House, to go to the bottom 
of this matter, because it involves millions 
of money, and we have a right to know 
how this money has been spent. 

There is only one other matter with 
which I would like to deal, and that is the 
question of military education. A short 
time ago I received an answer from the 
Front Bench opposite to the effect that we 
had in South Africa between 70,000 and 
80,000 mounted troops. I was told that 
Lord Kitchener did not want any more 
| men n, and that he had refused reinforce- 
|ments. I can quite understand that if 
the reinforcements he refused were of 
‘the same kind as those which have 
recently been sent out to him. Unless 
those who have communicated by letter 
with myself and with other hon. Mem- 
bers of this House are making statements 
to which no credence can be given, 

undoubtedly the men who have been 
recently sent out to South Africa have 
been more trouble than they have been 
worth. My contention is that all this 
is due to the system of military education. 
No steps have been taken in the past to 
prepare either officers or men for mounted 
duties. We had at Aldershot at one 
‘time a school for the training of Yeo- 
|manry. In justice to the first lot of 
| Yeomanry who went out to South Africa, 
| allow me to say that my remarks do not 


apply to them. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not see how 
the hon. Member brings in the training 
of the Army under this Bill. 


*CapTaAIN NORTON: I do so because 
under the item for military education 
we have all the various schools which 
train officers for their duty in the Army. 
There is, for instance, the Staff College. 
if you have a certain number of highly- 
trained officers who have received their 
training at the Staff College, and many 
ef these officers are employed in the 
Intelligence Department, they are em- 
ployed to do the mapping, a matter in 
which we were so terribly defective at 
the commencement of the present war. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I see there is an 
item for military education, and the hon. 
Member is quite in order. 


*CapTain NORTON: I am very glad 
to find myself in order upon this point, 
because it is one which goes to the 
very bottom of our failure in South 
Africa. It is all the more important 
because, at the present moment, the 
Government are taking no steps to 
remedy that state of affairs which 
existed at the beginning of the war. The 
Yeomanry who went out at the com- 
mencement of the war were, for the most 
part, well trained. They knew how to 
ride, and understood horses, and they 
were commanded by officers many of 
whom were the finest horsemen in 
England. What has taken place since ? 
Large numbers of them have been swept 
away. Many of them have been killed 
or wounded or invalided, and a large 
proportion of these officers have been 
withdrawn for other employment. We 
have since sent out some 15,000 men, 
who were raked up from every class of 
people throughout the United Kingdom. 
The Secretary of State for War boasted 
that he had succeeded in obtaining 
15,000 of these men, and that he could 
obtain 15,000 more if necessary. I want 
to know why he did not obtain them, 
and why they are not now being trained 
under thoroughly competent officers at 
Aldershot. From the information we 
have received in regard to the war, we 
know that it cannot be brought to a 
successful conclusion for at least another 
three or four months. Some of us are 
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confident that it will last another fifteen 
months. Why are not these men now 
being trained at Aldershot, so that five 
or six months hence, when we shall have 
to send out another body of mounted 
troops, they will be trained men who can 
ride and shoot, instead of the men we 
have recently sent out, who can do 
neither, and who are an incubus to the 
general in command of them. These 
men have not the right class of officers 
to lead them, for they are no longer in 
the country. There are a number of 
those officers who have been invalided 
home who are sufficiently well to under- 
take the duties of training men at home 
before they are despatched to South 
Africa. The men who have been recently 
sent out are of such a quality that they 
cannot be trained only by the very best 
officers, for the worse the recruit is the 
better the officer should be. I see oppo- 
site to me an hon. and gallant Member 
who commanded a distinguished cavalry 
regiment, and I am sure he will bear me 
out in what I am _ stating. Every 
country finds it very difficult to train a 
cavalry man in less than two or three 
years, and yet we send out men to fight 
the Boers, who are notoriously good 
horsemen, who have had no experience, 
but who, if they had had two or three 
years training, would be amply fit to take 
their place in the field. It is a monstrous 
thing that the money of the country 
should be squandered in this way. Steps 
should be taken at once to give instruc- 
tion to all those mounted men who may 
be required to go out to South Africa in 
the future. The Government are still 
following the policy they have followed 
all through, and that is the policy of 
want of preparedness. At every stage 
we have been told that the war is over, 
but it is no more likely to be over than 
it was a few months ago. We ought 
to have an instructional school estab- 
lished at Aldershot to train these men; 
and we ought not to put ourselves to 
shame by sending out to South Africa 
men that the Boers openly boast they 
ean walk round, snipe whenever they 
choose, get away from whenever they 
please, and whenever they are in want 
of ammunition or supplies they have 
nothing to do but fall upon one of these 
columns. Before the beginning of the 
war if anyone had stated that we should 
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require 60,000 or 70,000 British cavalry 
or mounted troops, in addition to 
200,000 infantry, to deal with the Boers, 
we should have been looked upon as only 
fit for a lunatic asylum. Had we had in 
South Africa at the outbreak of this war 
some 60,000 or 70,000 really efficient 


Consolidated 


cavalry, that force could have swept | 


South Africa from one end to the other. 
It is the duty of the Government to use 
every step in their power to see that 
these troops are rendered more effective, 
and the only way to do it is by sending 
out drafts of the right quality. 


Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire. 
Ilkeston): I agree with the remarks 
which have just fallen from my hon. 


friend in reference to the duty of the’ 


Government in being prepared not only 


to carry on the war effectively but, at the | 
same time, to secure for those who are | 


fighting the treatment which such men 


ought to receive. We are spending many | 


millions of money on our transport 
arrangements, and more than once hon. 
Members on both sides of the House have 
expressed gratification at the manner 
in which such a large force has been sent 
from this country to South Africa, and we 
have prided ourselves for a long time 
past on the efficiency of the -transport 
service to and from South Africa. But 
I have heard from time to time grumb- 
lings from the men as to the way in 
which they have been treated sometimes 
on going out to South Africa, but more 
frequently on their way home from that 
country. I do not think it is wise, 
economical, or even loyal of the Govern- 
ment to allow any men who go out to 


South Africa as Yeomanry or Volunteers, | 


or in any other capacity, to have griev- 
ances as to the manner in which they are 
brought home after serving their country 
through an arduous campaign. We 
must bear in mind that the experience 
of this war will sink deep into the minds 
of the people of this country, and if the 
men have reason to complain of their 
treatment in this respect they will not 
be so ready to come forward to fight the 
battles of the Empire in the future. I 
am especially anxious that everything 
shall be done to remedy these errors in 
order that this country shall not have 
the opprobrium of men refusing to fight 
for their country because they have been 


Capt. Norton. 


{COMMONS} 


Fund Bill. 116 


treated badly in connection with this 
| war. 


| I desire especially to refer to the 
|scandal—for it is a scandal—of the 
‘treatment of the Yeomanry who came 
home in the ship ‘“ Mongolian” the 
‘other day. The sufferings of the 
men are admitted, and the Admi- 
ralty has shown this by discharging 
the ship from transport duty in the 
future. The Admiralty could not have 
done anything less, but they might have 
done something more to prevent the 
suffering and the disgraceful conditions 
under which these.men had to make 
their homeward passage. The Govern- 
|ment had no right to send these men 
home under conditions which are un- 
worthy of the Government, for it is not 
| right and proper treatment for men who 
have served this country through an 
arduous campaign like that in South 
Africa. When the ‘“ Mongolian ”’ sailed 
from Cape Town she had many more men 
on board than she ought to have had. 
Those on board thought that a comple- 
ment of 400 or 500 would have been a 
much better complement than the 700 
or 800 who did come home with the ship. 
Apart from the question whether the ship 
was crowded or not, when it sailed from 
Cape Town it was in a filthy condition, 
overrun with vermin of various kinds. 
When the men got on board they wrote 
home describing the absolutely horrid 
conditions under which they were obliged 
_to take their passage after enduring the 
hardships of the campaign for twelve 
‘months. The ship took thirty-two days 
to reach Southampton. That of itself 
is a condemnation of the arrangements 
made for bringing home brave men. 
_ They ought not to have been kept thirty- 
two days on the voyage. It is not credit- 
able. I say it is bad economy and bad 
administration. We ought not to have 
slow ships engaged in this kind of work. 
We had a scandal in connection with the 
employment of slow ships when sending 
reinforcements for the front. We had 
'two or three ships of that kind, which 
were insufficient for the service on ac- 
count of the slowness of their progress. 
Here you have a ship taking thirty-two 
‘days on the voyage in bringing men 
home. During that voyage there were 
many incidents which were not creditable 


| to the ship or to those who employed it. 
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In the first place there were several 
breaks-down of the machinery. When 
near the equator the boilers were so bad 
that the men might have been left for 
some days sweltering in an equatorial 
sun. There was nobody on board the 
ship capable of repairing the boilers, and 
it had to be done by two yeomen who 
volunteered for the service. Well, it is 
not fair that honourable men who have 
fought tor their country should be sub- 
jected to conditions like these on the 
return journey. Many Members of this 
House had friends on board the ship, 
and they know that what I have stated 
is correct. It was through acci- 
dent that the ship got home in 
thirty-two days after all. In addition 
to that, when they were engaged in 
this work on the Equator the amount 
of water on board was considered to be 
so much in danger of running out that 
during the daytime the men very often 
could not get water. The water supply 
was so short that some days the allowance 
to the men was stopped. That is not 
creditable to the people who had charge 
of the supplies of that ship. The ship 
managed, after she was repaired, to con- 
tinue her journey. Before the accident 
happened, I believe, all the soda water 
ran out when the ship was four days 
away from Cape Town. That is a con- 
dition of affairs which should not occur 
in connection with a matter on which 
we are spending any amount of money. 
I voted for it myself over and over again 
and supported the Government. The 
money was voted cheerfully, but I did 
not expect that it would be used in 
this way. What was the state of affairs 
with reference to disease ? 
men who were taken on board the ship 
were examined medically before going 
on board at Cape Town, and if they 
were not they ought to have been. 
What happened in the course of the 
thirty-two days voyage? You had a 
case of typhoid fever developed every 
day. There were thirty-one cases before 
the ship reached Southampton. That 
is not a satisfactory condition of things 
on board a ship of this character. The 
ship was dirty when it started, and it 
was not properly supplied with the 
necessaries of life during the passage. 


No less than seven of these unfortunate | 


men died on the passage—men who 
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| deserved honour for having served their 


country so well. One has certainly 
died since the men were landed, and 
possibly there may have been more 
deaths. As to the treatment of these 
men, what happened during the voyage ! 
Some of the most important drugs 
necessary for the treatment of this disease 
ran out. Now, all these things ought 
to be inquired into, and I would call 
upon the Government to take such steps 
as shall prevent these conditions in 
future. This accident possibly arose 
ifrom want of thought, as so many 
accidents do. I think it ought not 
to have occurred if we had had proper 
inspection of that ship, and proper 
administration of it before leaving Cape 
Town. The fact is, 1 do not think 
the ship was fit for the service, and it 
ought not to have been used. She had 
been engaged on the Australian passage 
for some time, and if she was in the 
condition I have stated she ought not 
to have been used for bringing men 
home to England. She ought to have 
been sent home empty. It would have 
been much better for economical reasons. 
Under better conditions, the lives of the 
brave men who died might have been 
saved. I am anxious that steps should 
be taken to prevent these things in 
future, in order that the spirit of patriot- 
ism and loyalty which we have seen in 
this time of strain and stress should 
not be broken. These things are re- 
membered by the men, and they are 
talked of in the villages where they 
have their homes. We ought to be, 
above all things, anxious that the men 
should be well treated. 


Mayor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
I entirely agree with the statements of 
my hon. friend the Member fer Newing- 
ton. I havea letter in my pocket from a 
brother officer who commanded a cavalry 
regiment in which I once had the honour 
to serve, and it states, with reference to 
the remounts,that the horses when puton 
board were in first-rate condition. The 
fact is that they were shamefully neglected 
on the passsage to the Cape. Only one 
man was told off to attend to ten horses, 
and when they were landed they were 
in an absolutely weak and unfit con- 
dition. When they were put on the 
train not more than one man was told 
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off to attend to 100 horses. They were 
sent on service at once, and the result 
was that the horses died like flies. The 


officer tells me that it is absolutely neces- | 


sary to keep horses six months in the 
country before putting them to work. 
There is no wonder that these animals 
after the voyage died in heaps as they 
did. 
formed, 
-everything they should not be. 


I think 


it would be well if some inquiry was made | 


as,to the system under which these 
particular horses were purchased. I 
have heard some remarkable 
from a man who happens to be a consul 
in that part of the world. I cannot 
understand why the Government do not 
adopt the Austro-Hungarian system of 
horsing the cavalry. It is simple and 
not expensive, and there is no such 
cavalry in the world. The system is 
this. In 1866 the Emperor of Austria 
started remount depédts. Mares are 
served at a nominal price on condition 
that the produce should be sold to the 
Government. They pay £28 for a 
cavalry horse, and £30 for an artillery 
horse. Some of the horses in our service 
at Aldershot at not more than three 
years old, and they are quite useless for 
the work. Others are more fit to be 
in a ‘bus, being so old that they are no 
good at all. I cannot help thinking 
that the Government would do well if 
they adopted the Austro-Hungarian 
system, and bought from the producer 
instead of from the middleman. I 
wonder why the Government cannot 
set on foot remount depots in Ireland. 
Ireland is the best country I know for 
horse-breeding, but the Irish farmer is 


quite unable to give a proper price for a, 


sire, and the result is that the horse is 
not good enough. ‘The policy at present 
is to give a high price for the stock, and 
to~allow the middleman to get all the 
profit. Two friends of mine, Army 
officers who had horses to dispose of, 
recently wrote to the War Office patrioti- 
eally offering them at a particular price. 
To one the reply was sent that his offer 
was made too early in the year, and the 
other was told that he had made his offer 
too late in the year. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 


Major Rasch, 
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(ford): Will my hon. and gallant friend 

give me the particulars of these cases } 
Mayor RASCH: Certainly, I will 
be delighted to give the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the names of the officers, their 
| regiments, and all about them, for I have 
it all in black and white in my locker 
in this House. I daresay the War Office 
has learned by experience. At any rate, 
I hope they will see whether they cannot 
support the producer instead of the 
middleman, and start such depts as [ 
have endeavoured to describe to the 
House. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
E.): The hon. and gallant Member who 
has just sat down is one of the few Con- 
servatives who have given the House any 
remarks at all about questions of army 
administration. He hasgivenus a notable 
case of the reluctance of the War Office 
to accept remounts for the troops. which 
events have proved to be so exceedingly 
needful. With regard to that subject 
the Financial Secretary assured us that 
the question of the purchase of remounts 
would be carefully inquired into. The 
|; question of the Hungarian horses has 
been brought prominently to the front, 
and we should be glad if some statement 
could be made to us in the course of this 
debate on that question. We are satisfied 
with the statement of the Financial 
Secretary that inquiry is being made, 
and we want to know, particularly on 
this side of the House, how far it has 
gone up to the present moment. It is 
an unusual thing for the Consolidated 
Fund Bill to be introduced at this period 
of the session. Generally one is intro- 
duced early in March and another in 
August, but for some unexplained reason 
‘this Bill has been sprung upon the House 
with an air of mystery. It was not 
until this debate was actually beginning 
that private Members were in a position 
to know what the points covered by the 
Bill were, and what they were at liberty, 
and not at liberty, to debate. That led to 
this inconvenience. ‘T'wo or three hours 
were taken up on Tuesday afternoon by 
private Members in trying to discover 
what they were at liberty to discuss in 
this House. If the same frankness had 
been observed on Tuesday, when the Bill 
was introduced for First Reading,that was 
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observed when the Papers were put at 
our disposal this afternoon, the whole of 
that discussion might easily have been 
avoided. That being the case, I think it 
is well to point out that this debate is not 


confined to the questions of remounts | 


and transports. There are a great many 
subjects covered by the thirty-four Votes, 
and all are open for discussion. 
we have reasonable cause of complaint 
against the Treasury, or whoever is re- 
sponsible for the production of this Bill, 
at this period of the session. 


I wish to raise a small point in con- 
nection with military education, to which 
attention was drawn by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Newington. I ventured to point 
out to the House in a former debate that 
there was some reason to believe that 
arguments were being addressed to the 
Secretary of State with the view of be- 
littling the matter of military education. 
In the letters which have recently ap- 
peared in The Times on this point it has 
heen pointed out that the generals who 
have served in South Africa during the 
war, and who have not had the advantage 
of a staff college training, have been more 
successful than those who have. Let it 


be granted that they have. What 
weight does that carry with it ? It does 


not prove that these generals, if they 
had had a Staff College training, 
would not have done better than they 
have done without it. Their education 
must be all the better from knowing 
the conduct of the professors of 
military art in previous ages in cir- 
cumstances in which they found them- 
selves at any given moment. There is 
this objectionable feature about military 
education in the Army. I know from 
my own case that the moment an officer 
enters a regiment his military education 
ceases at once, and all those things with 
which he has been diligently crammed 
before entering the service are put on 
one side. He is not taught, as his con- 
frere in the naval service is taught, that 
he must, so long as he retains the rank of 
officer, go to school in order to obtain 
promotion and make himself more accept- 
able in the Army. While the naval 
officer under a system of continuous 
training has become the most skilful 
naval officer in the world, and while he 
has gained skill without losing dash 


and bravery, the Army of England is 
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lookec upon by the great military authori- 
ties abroad as the most inadequate, the 
most cumbrous, useless, and expensive 
fighting machine in the world. [A 
laugh.] An hon. Member laughs at that, 
but the methods which are employed by 
the British Army are the laughing-stock 
of any capable military officer in Germany 
or France. I do not know whether the 
hon. Gentleman denies that, but it is a 
fact. What is true of the officer is 
equally true, to a large extent, of the non- 
commissioned officer. Both in France 
and Germany regular schools are pro- 
vided for the instruction of non-com- 
missioned officers. There are no regular 
classes for non-commissioned officers in 
England, and I would ask the Secretary 
of State whether it is not worth his 
while to turn his attention to those 
large permanent schools abroad, with 


the view to establishing somewhat 
similar schools for non-commissioned 
officers. 


There is one more point on which 
wish to touch, and that is the deficiency 
of the allowance in regard to languages. 
At present £550 is the most the War 
Office spends. Of the £30,000,000 we 
spend on the Regular Service, that is the 
total sum awarded for efficiency in 
languages to officers and non-commis- 
sioned officers. I know that unless the 
commander of an army gets accurate 
information as to the movements of the 
enemy against which he is proceeding 
it is impossible to provide against sur- 
prises and to avoid mistakes. That in- 
formation is necessary to bring the cam- 
paign to a successful issue. He cannot 
get that unless a proportion of the 
men in every regiment are familiar 
more or less with the language of the 
country in which they are campaigning. 
What inducements do you offer to 
officers or non-commissioned officers to 
become efficient in foreign languages ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: I promised to look 
into the subject. 


*Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I am 
exceedingly glad to hear it. The Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office, when 
speaking on this subject, said he thought 
the present allowance was adequate for 
all purposes. What I complain ot 
is that larger sums are not given.. 
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That is the whole gist of my complaint. | 
Everybody who has __ studied the 
Russian language for any period at all 
knows that he cannot possibly learn it 
unless he resides a considerable time in 
the country. I learned to read Russian, 
but when I endeavoured to converse with 
a Russian in his own language he had 
not the faintest idea of what I was talk- 
ing about. It might be my stupidity, 
but I think it must be quite clear that in 
order to converse in a foreign language 
one must learn the pronunciation, and to 
learn that one must reside in the country. 
The sums given by the Secretary for 
War do not promote the acquisition of 
languages in any adequate degree what- 
ever. I wish to call attention to a point | 
in connection with the engineer service. | 
You are spending on this the sum of | 
£3,281,000. A great deal of that is to 
be spent abroad. Some of it is to be 
spent on fortifications, and a great deal 
on barrack repairs and the building of 
quarters for officers. We have copied 
Germany in a good many things, but this 
is one service in which we have not copied 
them in any way whatever. They divide 
the Engineer service into two parts, and 
they devote one to the construction of | 
fortresses and do not allow them to be | 
employed on any other work. For 
barrack accommodation for the troops | 
and officers they have a separate Depart- 
ment altogether. The whole of the work 
done on barracks is done by civilian 
labourers who may be _ ex-soldiers. 
Anyone who has been unfortunate 
enough to live in huts constructed by 
the Royal Engineers knows how ex- 
ceedingly unsuited most of these are. | 
In my own county some huts have} 
recently been constructed for the | 
accommodation of the troops, and I | 

| 

| 

| 





| 





believe the difficulty the Royal Engineers | 
experienced was to construct the huts so | 
as to keep out the snow in winter, and at 
the same time not to make them too hot 
in summer. I should have thought that 
was a problem very easy to solve by any 
local builder or contractor, but I am told 
the difficulty was so great that the huts 
the Royal Engineers erected not only let 
in the snow in winter but retain the heat 
in summer. I would suggest that before 
this Vote comes on next year the right 
hon. the Secretary for War would see his | 
way to separate the Royal Engineers | 


Mr. Charles Hobhouse. | 
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officers detailed for the construction of 
forts and those for the erection of build- 
ings, which are not necessarily of a 
military character. 


Lorp STANLEY: Perhaps I may be 
allowed to answer a few of the questions 
which have been put by various hon, 
Members. First of all, I shall deal with 
the question raised by the hon. Member 
for East Bristol in regard to military 
education. As he is perhaps aware, 
there is a Committee sitting at present 
dealing with the whole question. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Surely, 
but that is a Committee on the pre- 
liminary education of officers before they 
enter the Army. 


Lorp STANLEY : Yes ; but I hope the 
Committee will be able to give us some 
principles on which to act with regard to 
the education of officers after they enter 
the Army, as well as before. The hon. 
Gentleman wished that there were larger 
awards for proficiency in languages. 
That I am in sympathy with. One of 
the best things that could be done would 
be to get our officers to go in more than 
they do at present for proficiency in 
foreign languages ; at the same time, I 
do not know that the proportion of our 
officers who know foreign languages is 


/much less than those in foreign armies. 


But every officer who knows a foreign 
language is something gained to the 
Army ; and I know that my right hon. 
friend the Secretary for War will do all 
he can to help forward the movement. 


'The question as to the officers in the 


Royal Engineers is difficult, and not 
altogether fit to be gone into on the 
Second Reading of the Consolidated Fund 
Bill; but my right hon. friend has had 
his attention drawn to the matter, and I 
myself have some sympathy with the hon. 
Member for East Bristol when he says that 
the two branches of the Royal Engineers 
should be kept separate and worked on 
different lines. My right hon. friend 
was not waiting for the suggestion of the 
hon. Member, but has already taken 
steps to have the matter inquired into, so 
that this, which is one of the greatest 
spending departments of the War Office, 
may be put on a better basis than in 
the past. 
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As to remounts, we are at the 


{27 June 1901} 
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;do so we will, and if it turns out that 


present moment buying them exclusively | the writer will come forward to sub- 


from the colonies, including Canada, | stantiate the 


from the United States, and from the | 
United Kingdom. We are not now! 
buying any remounts either in Austria 
or South America. At the same time, 
I would not like to bind myself that we 
should not buy in these two countries, 
although we should do so with reluctance, 
and only after we had failed to obtain 
the horses we require from the other 
countries I have named. The hon. and 
gallant Member for Newington asked 
why we did not buy horses at Glasgow 
and Liverpool. I do not know whether 
the hon. and gallant Member will accept 


charge. we shall take 
care that the officer is given every oppor- 
tunity and every chance to prove his 
innocence. That is the most I can say. 
Then my hon. friend the Member for 
Essex said he would like to see the 
Hungarian principle brought into play 
in England with regard to remounts. 
To a certain extent I was ready to 
agree with him until a few months ago, 
but I have made certain inquiries, and 
[I am bound to say that the evidence 
supplied to me does not go far to con- 
vince me that such an arrangement 
would be a success. The only way you 
could possibly do it would be by coming 





my explanation, but, at all events, it is 
the true one. We did send down a repre- 
sentative to have a look at these horses. 
In these two cities the authorities have, 
during the past two years, been preparing 
to substitute for horse haulage electric 
traction on their tramways, and the 
consequence is that they have not re- 
plenished their stock of horses at all, and 
those left, spoken of as being in fine con- 
dition, were not in a condition to do the | 
work we wanted in South Africa. In | 
other words, they were practically worn 
out, and that is the reason we did not | 
purchase horses in Glasgow and Liver- 
pool. In regard to the question raised 
by the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Dulwich as to corruption on the part of 
those who were purchasing horses for us | 
in Austria, and how far the inquiry into | 
the matter had gone, I cannot tell the 
House much. But this much I will say, 
that the hon. Baronet told me that he 
had got a certain number of letters, and 
that he was procuring supplementary 
evidence to give me along with them. 
He gave me two letters, in one of which | 
an accusation was made _ indefinitely. 
When the writer was asked to give further 
information he distinctly declined to do 
so, and said that he was not going to take 
any public action in the matter. There- 
fore we are rather hampered in one 
inquiry. In the other case a gentleman 
wrote making a direct charge against an 
officer. We wrote to him and asked 
whether he was ready to substantiate 
that accusation, but he has not answered 
our letter. The hon. Baronet will see that 
there is a slight difficulty in probing 
the matter to the bottom. If we can 


'tion should be extended. 


to some arrangement with the breeder 
that the produce should be sold to the 
Government at a fixed price. If that 
could be done there might be a good 
deal in it. I am, however, afraid, from 
what I hear from breeding establish- 
ments and dealers, that there would be 
great difficulty in getting them to con- 
sent to such an arrangement. How- 
ever, it is not outside the present con- 
sideration of the War Office, as the 


| terms of reference to the Committee now 


sitting dealing with the question of the 


| purchase of remounts are, first, what 
|is the number of horses required on an 


average for the service in an ordinary 
year ; second, how many can be obtained 
in the United Kingdom ; third, whether 
arrangements would be possible to 


| secure a certain number of horses annu- 
ally from the colonies ; fourth, whether 


it is desirable to establish remount depots 
in the various new districts ; and, lastly, 
whether the present system of registra- 
I hope the 
result of this Committee will be to bring 


‘forward some definite proposals which 


will place the remount department in a 
position which will meet the wishes of 
Members on both sides of the House. 
The hon. Member for Newington spoke 
of not having mounted men in training 
at the present moment, but he is wrong 
in his figures. We have over 11,000 
cavalry and 8,000 mounted infantry 
now in training in the United Kingdom. 
I cannot agree with the remarks as to 
| the new Yeomanry, for I have evidence 
| from officers who have just returned 
very highly in favour of the Yeomanry 


‘ 


. 
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sent out in the last levy. I hope the | investigation, and, of course, nobody 
House will not listen to only one side) would believe that any officer had been 
of the question. I have had private | | bribed until it had been distinctly proved. 
letters trom friends of mine, the tenor| He wished to call the attention to the 
of which is directly opposite from that | reckless manner in which the Govern- 
of the letter read by the hon. Gentleman | ment wasted money in every sort of 
opposite. |way. He would only allude on the 
With regard to transport, the} present occasion to the purchase of 
House knows that transports are| horses in Hungary. He had received a 
taken up by the Admiralty and not by | copy of a Hungarian paper in which an 
the War Office. As to the ‘* Mongolian,” | article appeared, contributed by a gentle- 
the whole matter has been referred to| man largely connected with _horse- 
the Admiralty. The “ Mongolian ”’ was | breeding and sporting matters in joaed 
taken up in a hurry in order to send | gary. That article gave a pretty clea 
the troops home as quickly as possible. | explanation of what had been done - 
When the report came in it was found| the Government. It was written in no 
that a great many of the accusations | angry spirit against the English Govern- 
that the hon. Member now makes| ment; on the contrary, it said that 
in the House were made by those|there was no evidence, so far as the 
on board; but the whole matter has} Hungarians knew, of bribery on the 
been referred to the Admiralty, which | part of the officers employed to purchase 
has not only struck off that ship/ horses, but that there had been the 
from the list of transports, but has! most reckless waste and folly on the part 
instituted a searching inquiry into of the representatives of the War Office. 
the whole circumstances of the} According to this article, it appeared that 
ease. I hope the House will understand | the Government entered into an arrange- 
that every possible care has been taken, | ment with a certain Leopold Hauser to 
and will be taken, to prevent a recur-/ deliver horses at a certain place called 
rence of what was complained of, and | Zabadka. The contract was for 15,000 
that the Admiralty will deal severely | horses, the price being 750 krone per 
with any case that they can possibly | horse. This Leopold Hauser, it was 
bring under their jurisdiction. I do/ stated, swept the whole country of the 
not know that there are any other | most wretched horses which he could 


questions to be answered. The whole | possibly find, and a great majority of 


of the remount question has been|them he bought at from 150 to 200 
threshed out several times, and will be | krone. 


again. I hope that we are now getting , —-" 

a class of horses that will suit the re- Bad a weg “e hag 
quirements of mounted men in South | sits tra te 4 a ne ee: ee 
Africa. We are endeavouring to get in| US ‘@nsaction : 

advance of the demand, so as to give | ee 

ee edie = heat ain Sheek alate Mr. LABOUCHERE said he could 
ma South Afrinn haat | eh aay Shak only repeat what was in the Hungarian 
the reports I have of the horses are | 2¢WSpaper which had been sent to him. 
infinitely more satisfactory than at one a 

time we were accustomed to hear in| oe nage tee a a the 7 
South Africa. Of course, there is not “a : Py 5 we C: eri avon “ed the 
the slightest doubt that, if the whole mperial Yeomanry Committee ? 


thing had to be done over again, we | , 
would do some things differently. At | Mr. LABOUCHERE said he could not 
the same time, there are some things | 8°: This newspaper alleged that many 
which nothing but the war could have | horse breeders and dealers in Hungary 
revealed, and everything that can be ee oe to be brought into — 
done to profit by the lessons of the war jtact with the British agents. They 
ait kn dome. | would have been able to point out to the 
'British agents the mistake they were 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) | making in taking the horses from Leopold 
said he considered the question as to the | Hauser, but they could not get a hearing. 
bribery of officers was one for strict | The result was that the registered Govern- 


Lord Stanley, 
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ment agents had to choose the best of the 
lot of 15,000 horses, but bad were the 
best. They were thoroughly poor, 
wretched horses that nobody would 
have dreamt of exporting from the 
country. It was stated in this article 
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) 


that Hauser made 3,000,000 krone, or | 


about £120,000 profit from the transac- 
tion. The right hon. Gentleman had 
asked him whether this case referred to 
the direct agents of the War Office or to 
the agents sent out by the Imperial Yeo- 
manry Committee. He did not know ; 
it was not stated in the article; but he 
would point out to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and also to the noble Lord, who 
rather defended the case on the ground 
that the War Office was not responsible 
for what had been done by the Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee, that the country 
had to pay this money. The 3,000,000 
krone which Leopold Hauser put in his 
pocket for 15,000 worthless horses came 
out of the pockets of the British tax- 
payers. He never heard that the War 
Office was not responsible for what had 
been done by the Imperial Yeomanry 
Committee. Was he to understand that 
when the Committee were told to buy 
15,000 horses they were to do precisely 
what they liked, to make contracts with 
any man they liked, and to pay for the 
horses more than double their value ? 
He denied that proposition altogether. 
He asked the right hon. Gentleman at 
the head of the War Office to make some 
sort of investigation, not whether the 
officers had been bribed—he did not 
suppose they were—but in order to dis- 
cover by whom this bargain had been 
made. Was the military attaché in 
Vienna consulted ? He should say that 
the attaché ought to have been asked 
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twice their value for all the rotten screws 
in Hungary, and he was only sorry that 
the Hungarians had not come here and 
taken away all the screws from Glasgow, 
Liverpool, and elsewhere. 


*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Cam- 
berwell, Dulwich) said that this subject 
had been brought prominently before the 
House in consequence of some remarks 
he had made a few days ago. It was said 
that he accused officers of taking bribes, 
of purchasing horses knowing that at the 
time that these horses were of no use. 
They all knew that it was considered 
honest by some people to buy horses at 
£20 which were only worth £10, and he 
had asked the question, Who gave this 
man Hauser instructions to buy these 
horses? The noble Lord the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office had kindly 
said that inquiries were to be made into 
the matter, and he hoped that the in- 
quiry would be thorough. He should 
have been glad to have seen a Committee 
appointed which could have traced the 
cheques that were paid for the horses. 
In the letters which he had handed to 
the noble Lord there were persons 
directly charged by name, and he did not 
understand why these persons had not 
been called upon to substantiate their 
accusations, 


“Lorp STANLEY: The hon. Baronet 
gave me two letters in which accusations 
were made. Both the writers were 
communicated with. The writer of the 
first declined to have anything to do with 
the matter, and said that the hon. 
Baronet had no right whatever to show 
a private letter. The other writer has 
not replied in any way whatever to the 


first of all whether this Leopold Hauser | letters which were written to him. 


was a respectable man, and whether it 
was desirable to place the whole arrange- 
ment for the purchase of 15,000 in his 
hands. He further wanted to know 
what led to this Leopold Hauser being 
employed, and who made the contract. 
Was it made by the agents sent out by 
the Imperial Yeomanry Committee or by 
the agents of the War Office after con- 
sultation with the military attaché ? 


The Hungarian newspapers complained | 
| this was a very serious question. 


the last quarter of an hour he had re- 


that the reputation of Hungarian horses 
was suffering in consequence of what 
had been done by the British Govern- 


ment. 
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He did not like the idea of paying | Aus 


*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE: Was 
not one letter from an officer receiving 
His Majesty’s pension, and did he not 
reply ? 


*Lorp STANLEY: Yes, he did reply, 
saying he would give us no assistance. 
He is not in receipt of a pension. 


*Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE said that 
Within 


ceived a telegram from his agent in 
tria, who was trying out there to 
E 
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help the Government to sift this matter. | ordinary thing that horses of the very 
worst class were sent to South Africa in 


He did not wish to have an officer falsely 
charged, and for the sake of that officer 
he would be only too delighted if the 
charge was found to be untrue. 


*Lorp STANLEY: I really must ask 
the House to allow me to make an ex- 
planation. The hon. Baronet talks 
about his agent helping the Government. 
The hon. Baronet told me that he had 
certain letters which he would give me. 
I have written to him and spoken to 
him asking him to give me these letters. 
He told me the other day that he had 
people making inquiries so as to enable 
him to give me the letters in full. I do 
not think that that can be called helping 
the Government to make an inquiry. 
Let the hon. Baronet lay the letters 
before us without any inquiry on his 
part, and I will undertake to make a full 
inquiry. 


*Sm J. BLUNDELL MAPLE said 
that he showed the letters to the noble 
Lord, which were in German. He had 
given the best translation possible of the 
letters at the time made by a horse 
dealer who had come over from Buda- 
Pesth, who was thoroughly cognisant 
of all the details. He asked the noble 
Lord if he wanted the letters, and 
the reply was, “ No, take them back.” 
He offered to supply a full translation 
of the letters, and, finding that the letters 
were not accepted in the way he wished, 
he sent over to Austria two people fully 
qualified to make enquiries, and he had 
just received a telegram from one of these 
agents. He had no wish to hide any of 
the 
received, and he was trying to assist the 
Government. 


Lorp STANLEY: I am making no 
accusation. I only wish the House to 
understand that the hon. Member said 
he was going to submit the letters he had 
received after he had made fuller inquiry. 
At the same time that the hon. Baronet’s 
inquiry is going on the Government 
inquiry is proceeding. 

*Simr J. BLUNDELL MAPLE said he 
was willing to help the Government in 
every way, and anything brought before 
him he would be glad to let them have. 


details of the information he had. 


It was, in his opinion, a most extra-_ 


Sir J. Blundell Maple. 


their thousands, and were charged to the 
Government at a very high price indeed, 
double what they were worth. That was 
a question which ought to be sifted to 
the bottom, and he did not think that he 
ought to be attacked in the manner in 
which he had been for the letters which 
he had sent out in order that the matter 
should be investigated on the spot. He 
had been perfectly straightforward in 
the matter in every way. He hoped 
in a few weeks he would receive the 
information for which he had written, 
and he hoped, for the sake of the Govern- 
ment, that it would show that the people 
who made all this money out of these 
horses made it out of ignorant buyers, 
who did not know what they were doing. 
He would like to hear from the Govern- 
ment who these persons were to whom 
the Government gave these contracts 
to buy horses. Were they given to 
persons who were known and could be 
relied on, or were they given to Jews 
whom nobody knew anything about? 
Why could not Englishmen have been 
entrusted to buy horses for the Govern- 
ment? They had heard of one man 
who had made £40,000 or £50,000 by 
assisting the Government to find these 
horses, and he should do his best to 
unravel that question. He believed the 
war had been prolonged by the class of 
horses which had been sent out to South 
Africa, and that was a serious matter. 
No information had been given to him 
by the Department to assist him, but 
information had come from people of 
very high position in Hungary, and he 
had received a letter which he had shown 
to the noble Lords to the effect that the 
Hungarian Government was prepared 
to let us have 10,000 of their picked 
horses ; yet their offer was refused, and 
they were told the horses were not re- 
quired, and a contract was given to some- 
body else, and, as a consequence, most 
inferior horses were sent to the front. 


Mr. TOMKINSON (Cheshire, Crewe) 
said that, having had special experience 
through a long service in the Yeomanry, 
he desired to say a few words upon this 
subject. He was glad to hear that a 
somewhat better state of things was 
now in force than in the opening months 
of the war. Most certainly the gravest 
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dissatisfaction was felt among many | sional regiments at home consisted of a 
people in this country at the manner in| considerable number of recruits, and one 
which this question of remounts had | depot with which he was acquainted had 
been dealt with, and at the high prices | 600 men and only had 100 old horses to 
given for horses not fit for the purposes | practice on. He would like to know, 
of the Yeomanry. He desired, however, | therefore, whether that estimate of 
to call attention to one particular point. | 11,000 cavalry represented men and 
At our hands there was an excellent | horses or only men. 

supply of horses in the quarter in which | 

the Government should’ encourage! *Sir SAVILLE CROSSLEY (Halifax) 
the production of horses. He was’ said, having had experience of the horses 
in camp last year with the Cheshire | sent to South Africa, he desired to pre- 
Yeomanry and the Lancashire Hussars, vent the House from concluding that all 
and in the regiment with which | the Hungarian horses were useless, or 
he was there were 600 horses of the | even moderate. In the squadron which 
very best kind. From the squadron} he had the honour to command in 
with which he was particularly engaged | South Africa there were a good many 
he could have selected without difficulty | Hungarian horses, and another squadron 
100 of the very type of horse which was | which was for some time under his com- 
required, and yet during the whole of the | mand was mounted entirely on Hungarian 
time no officer commissioned for the, horses. They were among the hardiest 
purchase of horses came near; in fact,| horses sent to South Africa. There 
such was the state of things at that time! were certainly some bad ones among 
that in his district it was notorious that | the Hungarian horses shipped to Beira, 
no farmer need apply. The experience | many of which suffered in the voyage, 
of officers at the front who had written | but it was within the knowledge of 
to him upon the subject had been that | the officers that the Hungarian horses 
there were no horses for this work that | put on condition a great deal more 
could be compared with the English | quickly than the Texians, and though 
hunter; that they lasted better and|they were apparently unbroken, and 
stood fatigue to which other horses suc- | difficult to break in on account of having 
cumbed. It was an anomaly and an| very bad mouths, they were, as he had 
absurdity that, when the Government | said, when broken, much hardier than 
and everybody connected with the land | the Texians. They went through much 
was desirous of encouraging the breeding | work with the Sixtieth Imperial Yeo- 
of horses, the farmers of this country | manry. 

should have been so strangely neglected | 
in this matter. He was glad some im-| Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said he 
provement had now taken place, and | felt that Members from Ireland must im- 
that the farmers were now dealing | press upon the Government the necessity 
directly and honestly with the buyers | of buying horses for the Army in Ire- 
of the Government. With regard to | land. He had put this question before 
some of the appointments made, it was | the House on several occasions, because 
a great mistake that some information| he believed that the horses of Ireland 
was not sought from the Members repre-| were better than horses obtained from 
senting country districts as to the status | any other part of the world. No doubt 
and character of the persons employed | Irish horses cost a little more, but at the 
to buy in the country ; the Government | same time the noble Lord had admitted 
would have been much better served had | that they were superior for war purposes 
that been done. There was only one | to horses supplied from any other source. 
observation he desired to make, and that | There was not the slightest necessity for 
was rather in the nature of a question. | going outside the British Isles to buy 
With regard to the 11,000 cavalry stated | horses. French and Belgian buyers 
to be in the country at the present | came to Ireland to buy every week, yet 
moment, he would like to know whether | the Government bought Austro-Hun- 
that statement applied to horses as well | garian horses, which were not so good ; 
as men, because it was a matter of com-|in fact, a good donkey would have 
mon knowledge that many of the provi-| been of more use in South Africa 
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than some of the horses which were 
sent out. He believed all the Irish 
Members were united on one point— 
that as many horses as possible should 
be purchased in Ireland. Such a prac- 


tice would benefit not only the farmer | 


but the Government, and it would 
greatly encourage the breeding of horses. 


The time had come when the Govern- | 


ment should put themselves into com- 
munication with the farmers and inspect 
the horses on the farms. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford) said the House was asked to vote 


nearly £16,000,000 for transport and | 


remounts. He did not know what 


amount was allocated to each item, and | 
he would be glad to hear how much was | 


for horses and how much was for ships. 
Last year he raised the question of pro- 
viding motor-cars instead of these re- 
mounts, but his proposal was treated 
with something like derision. He drew 
attention to the fact that this question 
was engaging the attention of foreign 
nations, and submitted that this country 
should be not behind, but rather ahead, 
of other nations in this matter. He had 
had practical experience in motor-cars, 
and urged that experiments in this 
direction should be made. Motor-cars 
had not been gauged with regard to their 
uses in this direction. A motor-car could 
be built for £80 or £90 to draw artillery, 
and the man who drove it would not be 
liable to be shot down, because he would 
be protected by a bullet-proof shield, and 
the gun he drew would be a defence 
for him. Some of the guns taken by 
the enemy were taken because the horses 
and men were shot down, there being 
no shelter from the bullets of expert 
marksmen. 
had motor-car machines instead of 
horses, we could have hauled the guns 
up and retained the position. He would 


appeal to the right hon. Gentleman to | 
spend some of this money in motor- | 


cars, that we might be ahead of other 


. . | 
nations, so that if a war took place we | 
might not find ourselves behind our | 
With regard to the purchase | 


enemies. 
of horses, it would be encouraging to the 
House to know that the noble Lord was 
sitting upon a Committee where the 
buying and breeding of horses was being 
considered. He, however, did not agree 
with the noble Lord that there was a 


Mr, Daly. 


{COMMONS} 


If at Spion Kop we had | 
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| difficulty in the way of providing stallions 


|for the use of farmers ; there was no 
‘difficulty at all. He most strongly urged 
that the Government should buy direct 
'from the farmer. These new districts 
which are being instituted should be so 
organised as to have men to select the 
horses and to buy them from the farmers. 
In his division there was a market, and he 
would guarantee that if the farmers 
among his constituents knew that a 
certain price would be paid for horses, 
there would be a good supply, the 
farmers would get the full benefit of the 
money, and the class of horses in the 
Army would be better. The horses 
which are bought from dealers are 
frequently imported from America ; they 
are not in hard condition ; they are very 
ill after the voyage, and are absolutely 
unfit to be sent on another voyage and 
then taken at once to the front. More- 
over, the horses frequently have diseases, 
such as strangles, which render them 
unfit for hard work. The result is that 
our men are exposed to dangers from 
which they would be exempt if they had 
better horses to carry them. With 
regard to breeding, if the Government 
provided stallions suitable for the pur- 
pose required, expressed their readiness 
to pay a fair price for the offspring, and 
at the end of three years took the horses 
in fairly hard condition, he said that in 
| time we should have in the Army horses, 
ranging from four to ten years of age, 
which would be strong, healthy, hard, 
'and reliable, and we should not have to 
‘buy at the eleventh hour unsuitable 
animals, which endanger the lives of our 
men. Aspersions had been cast upon 
‘those who had purchased the horses. 
Whether those aspersions were merited or 
not was not a question to go into now, but 
he thought that for purity of administra- 
tion it would be infinitely better that the 
Department should take charge of these 
purchases in the way that he had sug- 
gested, as then such accusations would 
be impossible. If the suggestions he had 
made were carried out, if the Government 
kept their eyes open and lived up to the 
times, if they utilised motor-cars and 
obtained good horses, he considered that 
this money for the purchase of remounts 
| would be well spent. 


*Mr. RUSSELL REA (Gloucester) : I 
wish to direct the attention of the House 
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to the Vote for sea transport, the amount | ported to South Africa the equivalent 


of which is so enormous, and which to 
me is perfectly incomprehensible. When 
we were in Committee this Vote was 
criticised, but the criticisms were con- 


of more than 1,000,000 men. And these 


| transports have been taken dearly too. 


fined almost entirely to two points. One | 


of those points was that the Secretary of 
State for War had given no details, but 
simply asked for a lump sum, and the 
other was the question of demurrage. 
On the latter point I think the right 
hon. Gentleman promised us a Return, 


_ was done extremely well. 


They were taken up at very high rates. 
[am not blaming the Department which 
has charge of the transports for that. 
I think that on the whole the chartering 
Nevertheless, 
rates of 35s. or 40s. per ton per month 
were paid in certain cases for these trans- 


| ports, and enormous expenditure has been 


because it is an interesting question, and | 


has a great bearing on the Estimate, | 


but that Return has not yet been sup- 
plied. The greater part of the very large 


amount voted for sea-transport has been | 


paid for non-effective service, either in 
the form of demurrage or for the hire of 
steamers not in active employment. Still, 
I do not ask the right hon. Gentleman 
for full details, because I know it is 
impossible to give them. But really, 
this enormous sum of £9,500,000 seems 
to me to be a mere guess, and a 
rather wild guess at that. I cannot see 
how it is possible to spend the money. 
The right hon. Gentleman told us that he 
was in hopes that during the next year 
he would have to bring home a large 
proportion of the troops now engaged 
on active service in South Africa. But 
even then I do not see how he could spend 
this money, or anything like the amount. 
The fact is the House is asked to give 
a blank cheque; it is nothing less 
than that. Everybody will admit that 
it is inadvisable that there should 
be a Vote in which there are certain 
to be large unexpended _ balances 
to be transferred, with the consent of 
the Treasury, to objects which have not 
been sanctioned by the House. We can 
judge of the sufficiency of this Vote only 
by the experience of the past. We have 
spent on sea transport in connection with 
the war about £6,000,000 in the year | 
ending March 1900, and, according to | 
the Estimates, about £10,500,000 for the 
year just ended. With this sum we 
have sent out to South Africa 300,000 
men and 260,000 animals. The right | 
hon. Gentleman has told us that a typical | 
transport will carry about three times 
as many men as animals——-1,250 men, 
as against 400 horses. Therefore, we | 
may say that one horse will equal three | 


incurred for demurrage, or for the hire of 
transports which were not in active em- 
ployment. As I say, I am not blaming 
the Government for that, and it is not 
likely to occur again. There will not be 
the pressure either of time or of money. 


'The rates are now lower, and there 


‘there will not be. 


this country. 


should be no demurrage, or scarcely any, 
incurred in the future, and probably 
It is admitted by the 
right hon. Gentleman that there will 
be few, if any, horses to bring back to 
It will be much better to 
dispose in South Africa of all the horses 
which remain after active operations 
cease. Therefore, it is simply a question 
taking the most sanguine view, of bring- 
ing home the army now engaged in 
military operations. What should it 
cost to transport 250,000 men from 
South Africa to England? We have, | 
suppose, forty-five transports still en- 
gaged, and the cost of those transports, 


'we have been told by the right hon. 


| Committee that the 


Gentleman, is about £5,000 a month. 
If those ships make only three trips in 
the year they could bring the whole 


‘army back, and, of course, that would 


be an absurdly slow rate of transport. 


If you were to employ these transports 
‘for the whole year the cost would not 


be more than £3,000,000 for hire, 


the only additional element being the 
price of bunker coal and certain other 
‘minor expenses. 


Therefore, I confess 
that I am perfectly at a loss to under- 
stand by what calculation the right 
hon. Gentleman has arrived at this 
enormous sum. It was proposed in 
Vote should be 
reduced by £1,000,000. I would have 
supported a motion to reduce the sum 


‘by one-half, and even then I think 
| the Vote would have been much greater 


than it would be possible for the Adminis- 


men, so far as accommodation is con-| tration to spend upon sea transport. 


cerned. At this rate we have trans- This amount would bring home the whole 
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army at present engaged in war-like 
operations in South Africa as first-class 
passengers on mail steamers ; you could 
give every man a first-class ticket home 
on the Union Castle Line. I should, 
therefore, like the right hon. Gentleman 
to state upon what data he based his 
estimate of this very large sum. 


Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, 8S.) said 
that in Committee he had attempted to 
call attention to much the same facts as 
those referred to by the hon. Member who 
had just spoken. Last year the amount 
for transport was £10,000,000, and 
300,000 men and 260,000 . animals 
were sent out with it. The present 
Estimate was £9,550,000, which, allow- 
ing for the reduction in freights,was prac- 
tically the same as last year. How was 
this money to be spent? How had the 
total been arrived at ! What did the odd 
£50,000 represent ? The House had a 
right to know what was to be done with 
this money, as absolutely no explana- 
tion had yet been given. The Govern- 
ment were asking, as had already been 
said, for a blank cheque, to be spent 
on purposes of which the House knew 
nothing, entirely at the will of the Trea- 
sury and the War Office. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.) said he was glad to hear the hon. 
Member for South Monaghan advocating 
the claims of Irish horses, and he felt sure 
the Government would give due con- 
sideration to the matter. The hon. 
Member had suggested that the best 
Irish horses should be sent out to South 
Africa, and he was to be congratulated 
upon his patriotic suggestion, as doubt- 
less they would form very efficient ma- 
terial for bringing the war to a conclusion. 
He did not suppose the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Secretary of State for War, or 
the Financial Secretary required any 
inducement to cause them to look with 
favour on the purchase of horses at home; 
they would doubtless heartily share 
with the hon. Member opposite the desire 
to assist the Irish farmers in this direction. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton): I hope the noble Lord will 
take into consideration not only the ques- 
tion of where he is going to buy his 
horses in future, but also the method 


Mr. Russell Rea. 


{COMMONS} 
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by which they are going to be bought. 
The methods by which the War Office 
have bought the horses has been 
wasteful and extravagant in the extreme. 
I was not, however, aware of the enormity 
of the practice until I went down 
to my constituency the other day and 
saw what had happened in Devonshire. 
I was told that the War Office had em- 
ployed horse dealers to supply them 
with horses, and that the farmers—the 
actual breeders of the horses—had not 
the chance or opportunity of even 
seeing the Government buyer. That, 
of course, is a system which must induce 
extravagance, because we know perfectly 
well what horse dealers do with horses. 
I was told by a friend of mine, upon 
whose reliability I can depend, that he 
went into one horse dealer's establishment 
at Exeter and saw there horses bandaged 
—some with wet bandages on them, 
and some with a pipe over their shoulders 
squirting water on a splint. He said to 
one of the employees, ** Holloa, is your 
master setting up a veterinary establish- 
ment?” “Oh, no,” was the reply, 
“we are preparing for the Government 
buyer, who is coming down to-morrow.” 


Lorp STANLEY : If the hon. Member 
will give me the name of the dealer I 
will undertake that the Government 
buyer shall not go there again. 


Mr. LAMBERT: I will certainly 
give the noble Lord the name in a few 
moments ; I do not wish to bring it out 
in public, and I hope the noble Lord will 
act on it. 


Lorp STANLEY : I certainly will. 


Mr. LAMBERT: That is really my 
reason for mentioning the matter in 
this debate. It is well known that 
horse dealers fake up horses in this way, 
and unless the horses are tried very 
severely one cannot detect for a few days 
whether they are sound or not. In 
Devonshire horses have been so bad 
that they could hardly gallop a mile 
with a pair of jack boots on their backs, 
much less a rider. But what I complain 
of is that the Government should go 
to horse dealers at all. Really one would 
imagine that the horse dealers had been 
inciting the War Office to carry out these 
methods. It is a well known fact in my 
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part of the country that horse dealers 
have made enormous sums out of the 
buying and selling of these horses. 
More than one gentleman has. said, 
“If we could only have this war every 
two or three years what a_ splendid 
thing it would be for us.”” The Govern- 
ment ought to advertise in the local 
papers to get the farmers to bring their | 
horses to a certain centre instead of 
going to the dealers. The dealers sweep 
the country of all the low-class horses, 
because naturally they can get a bigger 
profit for these horses than for good 
sound horses. If a dealer is able to buy 
a horse at £20 and sell it at £40 he 
naturally makes a very much higher 
profit than if he buys a sound horse 
worth nearly the Government regulation 
price. I am perfectly certain that the 
right hon. Gentleman desires to get the 
best horses at the cheapest price, and | 
hope that in future he will advertise 
locally, so that the farmers and those 
who have horses to sell may bring the 
animals to certain centres. You do not 
want the dealer in the matter at all. I 
do not quite agree with the suggestion 
that the Government should establish 
stud farms for the improvement of horses, 
I do not think it would answer. What, 
however, I would press the Secretary of 
State for War to do, if he possibly can, 
is to take steps to secure that farmers 
shall put their mares to sound horses. 
That is one of the great difficulties in 
country districts. It is an unfortunate 
fact that farmers, to save £1 or 30s., will 
put their mares to almost anything. 
There is another point which I think 
deserves a little more attention than the 
Financial Secretary has given it, namely, 
the charges made by the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Dulwich in the last 


debate. Those charges were very serious 
indeed. I have the report with me. | 
The hon. Baronet said that certain 


officers in His Majesty’s service were 

mixed up in this swindle. For my part, | 
I do not think there are a cleaner-handed 

body of men than His Majesty’s officers. 

I am not going to judge of their military | 
capacity, but I do say they are English | 
gentlemen, and the preponderating 
majority of them would not accept a 
bribe. Yet this slur is resting upon them 
now, and I sincerely hope the right hon. | 
Gentleman will take steps at once to) 
clear them from this odious and abhor- ' 
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rent charge. I wish to emphasise the 
importance of the right hon. Gentleman 
getting the best horses for South Africa. 
| had a conversation recently with a man 
who is now one of His Majesty’s subjects, 
having taken the oath of allegiance, 
but who fought against us in the Orange 
Free State, and he told me that the Boer 
idea was to shoot as many horses as they 
could, because they regard the horse 
as their greatest enemy. I hope, there- 
fore, that the right hon. Gentleman, 
when he sends further horses out to 
South Africa will send the best horses ; 
I am certain they will be cheaper in the 
end. The right hon. Gentleman says 
the Yeomanry last sent out have been 
highly satisfactory. I take his word for 
it, but for my part I think men brought 
up in the country districts, and who 
understand the management of horses, 
will do far better than some of those 
who have been sent out. 

There is one other point to which 
I wish to direct the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman. In some parts 
of Cape Colony horses have been requi- 
sitioned under martial law. I am in- 
formed that those horses will not be paid 
for until the end of the war. I cannot 
imagine that that is a good system, 
because if you buy a horse ata fair price 
you ought not to delay the payment until 
the end of the war. I sincerely hope that 
the Secretary of State for War will make 
adequate preparation for sending out 
such reinforcements as will bring this 
war to a close as soon as possible. 


Mr. BRODRICK: In discussing this 
question of remounts hon. Members 
have given the Government a good deal of 
advice as how to secure the best horses in 
the country. I would rather appeal to 
the House to allow this discussion to come 
to a close, because, after all, the House 
of Commons has a number of very im- 
portant subjects to discuss, and nothing 
more that can be said will bring further 
home to the Government the desira- 
bility of buying horses of the best quality. 
Many hon. Members seem to think that 
the best quality of horses are to be found 
only in their own constituencies. The 


'Government are prepared to avail them- 
selves of as many suitable horses as can 


be obtained, not only in Ireland, but also 
in South and other parts of England. 
As regards the actual criticisms made 
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upon the policy of the Government, the 
hon. Member who has just sat down has 
referred again to the controversy which 
was raised by the hon. Member for Dul- 
wich, who I am sorry is not now in his 
place. I want to refer to that question 
as briefly as possible. I would point out 
that this touches two subjects, which are 
quite distinct the one from the other. 


The first is the general question of the | 
character of the horses bought for the | 
Government in Hungary, and I am not | 


in the least inclined to paliate any mis- 
takes that have been made, or to let off 


those who have made them ; but I think | 
the picture of the quality of the horses | 


drawn by the hon. Member for Dulwich 
was greatly exaggerated. The 


of those horses, and he stated that owing 
to the inferiority of these horses the lives 
of thousands of British soldiers have been 
lost. I regard that statement as due to 
the exuberance of oratory and employed 
without consideration at the spur of the 
moment. There certainly is no founda- 
tion for it whatever in fact. My hon. 
friend the Member for Halifax—who has 
been on the spot in South Africa, and who 
has served with a variety of regiments and 
squadrons—says that, although some of 
the horses were bad, the general quality 
was good. That is the opinion of my hon. 
friend who has been on the spot, and the 
Member for Dulwich has not been there. 
So far I do not think that we need assume 
that there was any general failure in 
regard to the particular class of horses 
selected. The hon. Baronet the Member 
for Dulwich made a specific statement 
on the last occasion with regard to the 
libelling of British officers. I think the 
Member for Dulwich had a verbal con- 
versation in a friendly way with my 
noble friend the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office, but the hon. Baronet, I 
think, has made a mistake. He does not 
seem to have quite gauged the difference 
between these allegations and the evi- 
dence placed at the disposal of the War 
Office. In the first place, the hon. 
Baronet was not prepared to support his 
allegations with any real evidence upon 
which the War Office could take action. 
The War Office regard themselves as the 
guardians and trustees of the honour 
of the officers of the Army, and in that 
capacity they will, of course, sift as tho- 


Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 


hon. | 
Baronet gave a number of very vague | 
statements as to the deplorable quality 
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roughly as it could be sifted any charge 
supported by evidence which is brought 
under their notice. If the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Dulwich will only induce 
his informants to give further informa- 
tion with respect to the officer said to have 
been bribed, and when and where it 
occurred, the War Office will not lose a 
day in taking action. But they cannot 
go to an officer and say, “* An anonymous 
correspondent, whose name cannot be 
given, states that on some occasion, 
| which he cannot specify, and from some 
| person whom he does not know, you 
received a bribe.” The War Office can- 
not take up charges of that kind, and I 
think it is only right that I ought to state 
this to the House. No doubt there has 
been the greatest possible temptation in 
regard to purchasing horses, for there has 
been amongst all sorts and conditions of 
| men always a desire to buy in the cheapest 
markets and sell in the dearest. In such 
matters as these we can only rely on the 
honour of the officers we employ, but if 
there is any shadow of suspicion or proof 
‘of bribery in connection with this ques- 
tion, I assure the House that the War 
Office will not be backward in getting to 
the bottom of it. 
| So many things have been thrown at 
the War Office in this respect that I 
should like to give one instance of the 
very general manner in which hon. 
Members make their observations on 
these occasions, and how the House is 
inclined to cheer such statements and 
attribute them to some particular mis- 
take at the War Office. We have had 
many such cases within the last few 
months. I ventured to interrupt the 
hon. Member for the Chelmsford Division 
of Essex when he told an amusing story 
in regard to these transactions of the 
War Office. He stated that one of his 
friends wrote to the War Office stating 
that he had a number of horses to dis- 
pose of, and he received a reply stating 
that he was too late. He went on to 
state that another of his friends wrote to 
the War Office a few months afterwards, 
and he was told that he was too early. 
The hon. and gallant Member for the 
Chelmsford Division has been good 
enough to leave with me the original 
letter, which I asked him to give me in 
order that I might inquire into the 
matter. I find that in this letter un- 





|doubtedly those statements are made, 
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but it does not state at what date. I 
notice, however, that the letter is en- | 


dorsed in my hon. friend’s own hand- 


writing: “9-12-98.” Therefore this 
letter is two and a half years old, and it 


may refer to something which happened | 


several years before. At the War Office 
we have only one desire, and that is to 
get face to face with the facts. 
sent out officers to various parts of the 
country to purchase horses, and I have 
asked my noble friend to see whether we 


cannot get more into line with the views | 


expressed upon this subject. I desire, 
when cases of this sort are brought up, 
that we should be furnished with all the 


evidence, because if the War Office is | 


placed in a position to investigate them | 
they would be most useful. In a case | 
which has happened some years ago) 
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We have | 
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| sider that this question of the supply of 
‘horses has been discussed at sufficient 
length, and I hope we shall now proceed 
to deal with other very important ques- 
| tions. 


Mr. LAMBERT: The right hon. 
|Gentleman has not answered my ques- 
tion about requisitioning horses in South 
Africa under martial law. I wish to 
know if such horses are paid for when 
they are requisitioned or at the end of the 
war ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: So far as I know, 
I think they would be paid for at once. 


Mr. DALY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman encourage the farmers by 
| arranging dates at which they can send 
| their horses to be sold ? 


obviously it is not possible for me to go | 


into it. 
take to deal with matters four or five 
years old thus vaguely stated. With | 
regard to the sending of horses to South | 
Africa, no nation has ever carried out or | 
undertaken such a task as has fallen upon | 
the War Office during the past few 
months. 


to impress upon Lord Kitchener that, 
while the Government are determined | 
to send him out as many horses as are 


necessary, I thought that every horse | 


which could be obtained in South Africa 
should be purchased, not only in order 

to give a rest to the horses sent out, after 
the sea voyage, but to deprive the Boers | 
of horses as far as possible. Lord | 


Kitchener has accordingly purchased | 


71,000 horses, with the result that the 


horses sent out are not now employed | 


immediately after landing, as they ha 
been before. I can assure the House | 
that the War Office has not been blind | 
to the claims of the home producer in | 


the matter of buying horses, and there | 


has lately been a very considerable in- 
crease in the number bought in Ireland. | 
I will take care that in future the home | 
market shall have the preference ; that | 


The War Office cannot under- | 


I quite admit that from the | 
moment I took office [ have endeavoured | 


Sirk ARTHUR HAYTER (Walsall) : 
I wish to put a question to the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
| War in consequence of what fell from 
the noble Lord just now about the Re- 
/mount Committee. In the evidence 
just published by the War Office Organi- 
sation Committee the Quartermaster 
General states that we shall have to 
-enlarge our remount establishments, 
which have been found absolutely inade- 
quate for the needs of the war. I think 
that is sufficient justification alone for 
_the discussion we have raised upon this 
question. I hope the noble Lord quite 
assents to the view that officers should 
be sent down from the War Office to the 
fairs in Wiltshire, the West of England, 
and Ireland, and that notice of their 
arrival should be given, so that we may 
endeavour to obtain horses direct from 
the farmers at £28 a piece instead of 
| £40. That was the understanding of 
the Committee, and I hope the noble 
| Lord will bear that point in mind. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I wish to 
direct attention to the control and 
| management of the concentration camps 
in South Africa. The Secretary for War 


| 





we give our colonial friends as much | originally stated, in reply to a question 
of a turn as we can; and I will also) which I addressed to him, that all who 
see that the mistakes made in the past | came to these camps came of their own 
so far as they have been made shall be | free will, and were as free to leave as they 
avoided in the future as far as possible.| were to come. We have since ascer- 
The Government is aware of the desire | tained that that is not the fact. The 
of the House upon this question, and I | people were brought to these camps by 
trust that hon. Members will now con- force and imprisoned there. I have 
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asked to-day whether all ministers of 
religion are free to enter the camps. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not quite see 
how that arises on this question. 


Mr. DILLON: It has been ruled by 
the Chairman of Committees that the 


Engineering Vote, which is included in | 
this Bill, has reference to the camps in | 


South Africa. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE 


Boroughs): I raised this question before, 
and the same objection was taken. The 
particular item under which it was 
raised was that of engineering services 
in the field, which includes sums for 
civilian labour in fixing up refuge tents, 
stores, huts, and hospitals. It was ruled 
by the Chairman that, as some of these 
were used for fixing up refuge camps, the 
question was in order. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I was not present 
in the Committee, and I do not know 


what passed; but, if that is a correct | 


statement, I confess | am _ not pre- 
pared to agree. It is quite true that 
on the Vote for the construction of huts 
anything relating to the construction of 
huts can be dealt with ; but as to whether, 
after the huts are constructed, the House 
should go into the question of the conduct 
of the Government and consider whether 
persons who are allowed to go into the 
huts are or are not treated as prisoners, 
that is a totally different matter. That 


{COMMONS} 


(Carnarvon | 
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| ruled that he was in order in discussing 
| that point. Anything in relation to the 
| construction of the huts can be discussed, 
| but nothing as to the mode in which they 
| are used by the Government. 


| Mr. DILLON: The huts are ringed 


| round with barbed-wire fences. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
/Mmay comment on that. 


Mr. DILLON : That is exactly what I 
/am coming to. [An Hon. Memper : Oh, 
oh !] I wish to goodness the hon. Member 
opposite was in a barbed-wire fence. | 
was only going to delay the House for 
about two minutes, because I recognise 
that, under your ruling, I am not at 
liberty to discuss this matter. I say the 
fact that barbed wire has been put round 
some of these camps is additional proof 
that the statement made by the right hon. 
Gentleman that the women and children 
in these camps were free to leave was not 
accurate. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I can only speak 
by leave of the House. The hon. Member 
has made a personal attack on me and 
on my veracity, and I am sure the House 
will allow me to make a personal explana- 
tion. What is the nature of the charge 
against me ? The hon. Member said that 
I was questioned in February last as to 
whether these camps were refugee 
camps to which people came of their own 
free will, or whether these people were 





is a question of policy which, no doubt, | prisoners. I am afraid I must go into 
can be brought up on the Appropria- | this question for a few moments with the 
tion Bill and on the Votes for the | permission of the House. My informa- 
salaries of Ministers ; but it has nothing | tion at that time was based on such mails 
to do with the question before the House. as had arrived. I said I had no infor- 


Mr. DILLON: I shall not persist in| mation as to the number, the locality, or, 
raising this point, because I understand I think I said, as to the arrangements 


that, before very long, we shall have of =a sites i a ae plleg x 
another opportunity of raising it. ee ee ee 4 ee: 


think I am perfectly in order in entering | ?° motioe & this question. J alsé said 


2 * . eg ~ I had asked for a report. That reply 
my protest, as I desire to do in a very few satith tes hice Mei Wan Caiaee. aiak aa 
sentences, against the statement of the |0"8 Lae : 


I think, show the great majority of 
25th February, that all who were brought | Y alied es 
that report by telegraph. 
denied this the other day. but to which I am perfectly ready as long 
be out of order, and the hon. Member | question pressing me to give information 


i i j ‘ Sé i | . ¢ 
ee Sa, ho aul, oe 'Members, that I was not in a position to 
into the camps came there of their own | 8° tumy tito Che matter. Wes oie ibe 
free will, and were also free to leave, | f tic hich I m2 ri 

’ ° Ts - . eee 
whereas the right hon. Gentleman |!” PuUrsuanc’ o' a practice wae _— 
as I sit on this bench to attune myself 

*Mr. SPEAKER: I have ruled that to! to any extent, I was asked question after 
has mistaken my ruling if he thinks that | which I had said I had not got. I was 

Mr. Dillon 
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first asked whether these people were 
prisoners of war ; 
knew they were not. I was then asked 
whether they could come and go as they 
pleased ; I said I really had given the 
oan all the information I had. The 


truth was that I knew that one camp—_ 
| to be erroneous, is made the subject of a 


indeed I believe now that two camps— 
formed before that date were generally 
for refugees, where Boers who had sur- 
rendered could live with their families, 
and where women coming in from the 
country were accommodated. I did not 
speak, and could not speak, with regard 
to those camps of which I knew nothing. 
The hon. Member thinks I misled the 
House. I simply told the House what 
was my knowledge at the time, and, 
I think, I was unduly pressed to declare 
that of which I had no information. 
Subsequently I got my information, but 
I neither endeavoured to keep that back 
from the House as soon as | was chal- 
lenged, nor did I for a moment shrink 
from defending the policy of sweeping 
large numbers of women and children 
into these concentration camps; for I 
believe that that policy is the only policy 
by which Lord Kitchener, who is carrying 
on the war, can hope to bring it to a 
conclusion. Allow me to say before. 
I sit down that I do not believe there 
are many Members of this House who | 
will suppose that I should either delibe- | 
rately have stated what was not the fact, | 
or have kept back from the House that | 
which I knew to be the fact. Certainly 


I do not think any Member will accuse | 


anyone sitting on this bench of being so 
foolish as to say that which is not, on a 
point on which it was quite evident infor- | 
mation would soon be forthcoming. I | 
may also say that I had not even the 


motive of wishing to conceal from the | 


House the policy adopted, for the Govern- 
ment fully endorsed it. I trust this | 
question may be allowed to rest, only | 
with this protest from me. I cannot | 
and will not be answerable for the prac- 
tice which hon. Members opposite indulge 


{27 JuNE 1901} 


I said that as far as I | 
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| the ground that it is impossible for a man 


carrying on a great war to do full justice 
to all the work in this House as well as 
elsewhere, but I do think it is a disad- 


'vantage to the House, and a great dis- 


advantage to the country, that informa- 
tion should be extorted which, if it happen 


charge, for which I care nothing person- 
ally, and which I do not believe any 
Member on this side of the House credits, 
but which is trumpetediround the news- 
papers of Europe, in countries where 
this country is not too popular, as an 
instance of evasion by a Minister of the 
Crown in this House in respect to matters 
which we dare not admit to those who 
have more sympathy with our oppo- 
nents than they have with ourselves. This 
is most mischievous, not to myself nor 
to the Government, but to the country. 
I say, with all respect, in these matters 
in future I shall ask more freely than ! 
have done for notice of questions, and * 
shall throw myself on the indulgence 
of the House. 


Mr. DILLON: I feel justified in 
asking permission to state exactly what 
occurred. I should never have made 
these charges against the right hon. 
Gentleman had it not been that I asked 
him within the last three or four days 
whether he did not inform me on a 
| previous occasion that these refugees 
or prisoners in the prison camps were 
free to go and come as they liked. The 
right hon. Gentleman replied, “ I never 
said anything of the kind.” As a matter 
of personal explanation, and to justify 
myself, I claim the right to read the 
exact words which were used on Feb- 
|ruary 26th. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I shall perhaps 
save the hon. Member the trouble if I 
/ make an observation. The hon. Member 
thought, from what occurred on 26th 

| February, that I was referring to all the 
‘camps. It is perfectly obvious that 
'when Iwas answering supplementary 





in of pressing a Minister, and endeavour- | questions I was governed by what | 
ing to cbtain from him some assertion | had originally said in my first answer, 
which is afterwards to be used against | ‘that I had no information as to the 
him. If I have erred at all in this matter | majority of the camps. I admit that 
it is because I have endeavoured to give/in the hurry of the moment, when 
to the House as much information as I | answering across the floor of the House, 
could, instead of insisting that I should | I said without qualification with regard 
have fuller notice of the question. I do| to those camps about which I did know 
not wish to ask for any indulgence on| that the inmates were free to go and 
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come as they liked. The other day he} 


asked me whether I made that state- 
ment as regards all the camps, and I 
said I never said anything of the kind. 
The hon. Member may take what view 
he likes, but I said nothing in regard to 
the majority of the camps. I told the 
House what was the fact. 


Mr. DILLON: The following is the 
report of what occurred— 

“ Mr. Dillon: Will the right hon. Gentleman 
state whether the women and children in these 
laagers are at liberty to leave them ? 
prisoners or are they free ? 

“Mr. Brodrick: They are not prisoners of 
war. 

“Mr. Dillon: Are they free to leave the 
laagers, or are they guarded by sentries with 
bayonets ? 

“‘Mr. Brodrick : They come to these laagers 
for protection. 

“Mr. John Ellis: Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man assure us that no persons are inside these 
camps who have not gone there for protection— 
that they have not been driven there ? 

“Mr. Brodrick: I have given the House all 

the information I can. These camps are 
voluntary camps formed for protection. Those 
who come may go.” 
That occurred subsequently to a debate 
in the course of which I had charged 
the Government with forming these 
places as prison camps. ‘Therefore, there 
can be no possibility of misunderstanding, 
because the charge had been made 
against the Government the previous 
night that these were prison camps, in 
which women and children were col- 
lected as prisoners and detained. It was 
to meet that charge that the right hon. 
Gentleman made the reply. 


Mr. PERKS (Lincolnshire, Louth): 
I want to revert for a moment to a 
subject that engaged our attention pre- 
viously, and that is the price which 
has been paid by the Government for 
horses in South Africa imported from 
the Argentine. My informant tells me 
that the price paid there was between 
£7 and £8. I do not know whether 
the Minister will be at liberty to say 
at what prices those horses were taken 
by the Government at Cape Town. 
I am told that they were taken at a 
price largely in excess of that paid at 
Buenos Ayres. Some information should 
be given as to the discrepancy between 
the price paid at Buenos Ayres and that 
at which they were taken at Cape 
Town. 


Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 


Are they | 
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Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I think it is a good tradition of 
this House that recognises the right 
of every hon. and right hon. Member 
to explain to the House in his own 
words, and it is the duty of the House 


to accept the explanation when it is 
given. It is in that spirit that I receive 


the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
man. I should like to ask one or two 
questions in regard to the matter raised 
by the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
As regards the sanitation of the camps, 
I hold in my hand a letter which appeared 
in the Press this morning from Miss 
Hobhouse— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I must tell the hon. 
Member at once that anything that has 
to do with the construction of the camps, 
the engineers work, is, of course, relevant; 
but when it comes to the mode in which 
the camps are used, the amount of care 
taken of those in the camps, and so 
forth, that comes under other Votes 
altogether. 


Mr. CHANNING: There is a state- 
ment in this letter as to the medical 
report on the camp at Bloemfontein, the 
conditions of which have been most 
seriously found fault with. It is stated 
to have been ready and offered to Lord 
Kitchener at the time this lady left the 
camp. I was going to ask whether the 
Government have received this report, 
and whether it can be laid before Parlia- 
ment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER said it would not be in 
order to ask the question at present. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I agree with 
my hon. friend that it is not neces- 
sary that the right hon. Gentleman 
should disclaim the intention of 
misleading the House. No one would 
suggest for a moment that he was 
capable of doing anything of the 
kind. At the same time, I think it is 
rather a serious matter. The right hon. 
Gentleman evidently was not aware of 
what was going on. Here is a camp at 


Kimberley —— al 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is not in order. 
The right hon. Gentleman rose and 
asked the leave of the House to make a 
personal explanation upon what he con- 
sidered to be a charge that he had wilfully 
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misled the House. He made that per- 
sonal explanation and confined himself 
to that charge. 
Member for East Mayo to give a personal 
explanation too with reterence to an 
imputation which he conceived to be 
made against himself in the right hon. 
gentleman’s remarks. The incident is 
now at an end. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: If I may 
respectfully say so, | think you will find 
it is strictly within this Vote. I was 
going to refer to the barbed wire fixed 
up at Kimberley. That is distinctly in 
this Vote. It is what we are asked to 
vote money for. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 1 interrupted the 
hon. Member because he was proceeding 
to comment on the answer made by the 
right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : 
challenge the ruling. I was talking 
about the camp at Kimberley, where 
there is a barbed wire fence 8 feet high 
surrounding the whole of the camp. 
Evidently the right hon. Gentleman 
does not know what is going on in 
South Africa in respect to these camps. 
It is perfectly clear from the reports 
received from these tents that they 
are not in a fit condition for the 
accommodation of children and delicate 
women. They are leaky tents, and 
when there is anything in the 
nature of a storm they are perfectly 
sodden. They are so defective that dew 
sipes through them and soaks the clothes 
of the children. There are hundreds of 
cases in the camps of children suffering 


care taken against their getting chill or 
cold the cases prove fatal. In that case 
I think it is the duty of the Government 
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without bringing any charge against the 


I allowed the hon. | 
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right hon. Gentleman of inhumanity— 
to call the attention of the House of 
Commons to the state of things in this 
matter without having motives imputed 
to us and read into our mere statements 
of fact. I bring no charge of inhumanity 
against the right hon. Gentleman, but I 
do feel that I must call attention to this 


_ State of things, and say that the responsi- 


I do not 


bility rests primarily on his shoulders to 
see that these tents are in proper condi- 
tion. They are, according to his own 
statement, seeking our protection. They 
are there as voluntary refugees. I[ 
think the protection they seek ought to 
be given in such a way that we shall not 
have these dreadful tales of mortality, 
which are, I think, shocking the public 
conscience and shocking everybody who 
has read the accounts of them. 


*Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) said £3,000,000 was asked for 
works, buildings, and repairs, and he 
should like to have an explanation from 
the Government how much of that money 
was to be spent in Ireland. The people 
of Ireland had contributed a large portion 
of the money in taxation, and naturally 


‘they wished to know how much they 


were to get for it. He had brought 
before the Secretary of State for War 
some questions in regard to which, he 
was sorry to say, he got anything but a 
sympathetic answer. He supposed that 
the views of Ireland went for nothing. 
Resolutions had been passed in Ireland 
by the Irish Trades Congress calling upon 
the Government to erect works and 
provide depots in that country. Themen 


from diseases, and if there is no proper | Who proposed the resolutions belonged 


to see that the tents afford proper shelter | 


and protection to women and children. 
The Government have been apprised of 
the whole circumstances, and they know 
how serious the matter is. I saw this 
week a telegram in The Times stating 
that the deaths at the Bloemfontein 
camp are at the rate of 383 per 1,000 per 
annum. There was no _ information 
given in regard to the camps in the 
Transvaal. That shows that these tents 
arenot constructed out of propermaterial. 


to the Unionist party. One Member of 
the Unionist party from the north of 
Ireland had stated that the Government 
were not doing their duty towards Ire- 
land with respect to the establishment of 


‘works for the supply of Government 


I think we are entitled—and I do 80, 


stores. He brought under the notice 
of the Secretary of State a question with 
reference to the manner of supplying 
the canteens at the barracks in Ireland, 
and he got anything but a favourable 
answer. Formerly all the materials for 
those canteens were bought in Ireland, 
but in recent years the supplies came 
from England. If depots were established 
he thought a good deal could be done in 
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the way of making and the repairing of 
saddlery for the troops in Ireland. The 
tradesmen and labourers felt the want of 
such establishments very much. While the 
Irish people were asked to pay their pro- 
portion for the upkeep of the Army and 
Navy, they got very little in return in the 
shape of work. The people of England 
paid their quota of taxes willingly, but 
they had the satisfaction of getting back 
something in connection with the 
Government depots, where many obtained 
employment. The Commander-in-Chief 
had recently admitted in his evidence 
before the Committee that sat on the 
subject of reorganisation that the work 
which was done in this country, and re- 
presented an enormous amount of money, 
could have been done cheaper in Ireland. 
He claimed that tailoring establishments 
should be set up in Ireland similar to 
those at Pimlico and elsewhere for the 
manufacture of military clothing. The 
Irish people had to contribute their 
quota of the taxes, and he claimed that 
consequently they should get a fair 
share of the outlay. He, therefore, 
urged that establishments should — be 
set up at Dublin, Belfast, and Cork for 
Government work. Unionists as well as 
Nationalists had made up their mind 
that the Irish should have their share 
of the work done for the Army and Navy, 
and for every department to the cost of 
which they contributed their quota. If 
he did not get a satisfactory answer now 
he would come again, until he brought 
home to the Government their duties and 
responsibilities to the people of Ireland. 


{COMMONS} 
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THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): It is not usual to have a debate on 
a Consolidated Fund Bill, and I hope the 
right to discuss the Bill will be used in 
moderation. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) 
said he wished to call attention to the un- 
necessary expenditure which took place 
in consequence of concentration camps 
being established so far north in the 
Transvaal and the Orange River Colony. 
It would be much better and more con- 
venient to have the camps established 
in Cape Colony itself. He hoped they 
would have an assurance on the subject 
from the right hon. Gentleman. He 
found that on 1st May there were in the 
concentration camps in the Transvaal 
25,000 people; in the Orange River 
colony, 20,000; and in Cape Colony 
only about 800 white people. By far the 
best of the camps was at Port Elizabeth. 
It would be more economical, as well as 
more humane, to establish the camps in 
Cape Colony, and he hoped these people 
would be brought south as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) rose 
to continue the discussion, when— 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place 
and claimed to move “ That the*question 
be now put.” 

Question put, “ That the Question be 
now put.” 

The House divided :—Ayes, 235; Noes, 
149. (Division List No. 287.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir A. F. 
Bond, Edward 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 





Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus H. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christchureh 
Banburv, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W.B( Hants 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 


Mr. Nannetti. 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, Wm. Robert 
Bowles, TGibson( King’sLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, Colonel Montagu 
Bull, William James 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 


| Cautley, Henry Strother 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 


| Coghill, Douglas Harry 





Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. 8. (Boltoz) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Sco t 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
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Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fineb, George H. 

Finlay, Sir «obert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon.Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Phili 8.(Warwick,SW 
Galloway, Wilham Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnG.R. Ormsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Iver Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG.( Midd. 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent, Ashf’d 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry (SomersetE. 
Hope,J. F.(Sh’flield Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Mid, Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T.(Denbigh 


Se tty rela | 
i 


Keswick, Wil 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


am 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. H. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 
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Lambton, Hn. Fredk. Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WG Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. 
M'Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey- Mainwaring,Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Moon, Edw. Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn, A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darling’n) 
Peel, HnWm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert ; 

Pym, C. Guy 


NOES. 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James | 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Delany, William 
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Randles, John S. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. Edw.J 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, Wm. Edw. T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, HC(Northm’bTyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Ho. Chas. Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Chas. Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C, (Orkney) 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, H( Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, RtHnJPowell-(Birm 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E. R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Dillon, John 


| Doogan, P. C. 


Douglas. Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Edwards, Frank 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans,Sir Francis (Maidstone) 
Farrell, Jamds Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 


| Flynn, James Christopher 
| Foster, SirWalter (Derby Co 
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Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Kt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griftith, Ellis J. 

Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.SirArthurD. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lambert George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MaeNéeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Moouey, John J. 


Question put accordingly, “ That the 
Bill be now read a second time.”’ 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh V. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn HerbertHenry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Bagot,Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy | 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, RtHn.Gerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, MajKR(Christch’rch) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H(Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants 
Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill. Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
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Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Mortun, Edw. J.C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 

O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O Kelly,James( Roscommon, N 
O’ Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Pease, J. A. (Satfron Walden) 
Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 


The 

Noes, 67. 
AYES. 

Bowles,Capt.T. B.( King’sLynn 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, Col. Montagu 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,Sir J. Charles Ready 
Colville, John 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 


' Cranborne, Viscount 


Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


House 
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Flynn, James Christopher 
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Bill read a second time, and committed 
for To-morrow. 


FINANCE BILL, 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 


Clause 3 :— 


Question again proposed, “* That 
Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said 
that it was perhaps not very convenient 
to discuss the principle of this clause at 
that hour of the evening, but that was 
not their fault. Perhaps the best time 
for its discussion would have been when 
the tax was first introduced, but it was 
said by the Government that a better 
opportunity would arise on the Second 
Reading of the Finance Bill. Then when 
the Second Reading came on the debate 
was controlled by an Amendment on 
the Schedule, moved by the hon. Member 
for Wolverhampton ; and now that they 
had come to the Committee stage, he 
thought there could be no worse oppor- 
tunity of discussing the principle of this 
particular clause and of the Amendments 
which had been introduced into it. That 
was a§hopelessly inadequate way of deal- 
ing with a tax the imposition of which 
was, in truth, a new policy. Hitherto 
all our taxes had been very carefully 
devised in order that they might reach 


O’Doherty, William 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) | 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) | 


Captain Donelan. 


the general tax-payer. Take, for instance, 
the other taxes mentioned in this very 
Bill. The tea tax and the tobac o tax 
did not fall, as some persons hastily 
imagined, on trade, but on the com- 
munity as a whole. The tea tax was 
directed at the general consumer, and 
the tea trade simply fulfilled the function 
of advancing the tax and recouping 
itself from the general consumer. The 
same observation applied to the sugar 
tax. Now the coal tax was commended 
to them by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer on the ground that it did not fall 
upon the whole community. On the 
contrary, the right hon. Gentleman told 
them that the community would pay no 
part whatever of the tax, although he 


submitted that the right hon. Gentleman 


could not maintain that now. He did 
not think that the right hon. Gentleman 
would justify that contention now. It 
had been made clear that the foreign 
consumer would only pay a portion of 
the tax; he would pay, in fact, upon 
only two qualities of coal—some kinds of 
gas coal and some kinds of Welsh, these 
being the only two kinds which came in 
any way under the principle of the 
monopoly which was set up in defence 
of the Finance Bill. These two kinds of 
coal, however, by no means covered the 
whole ground. There must be a large 
quantity of coal produced in this country 
of which we had no monopoly whatever 
in foreign markets, and as to which, 
therefore, this tax would fall directly on 
the trade itself. 
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The first observation that he had taxes ought, therefore, to be judged 
then to make was that this tax together, as an illustration of the same 


was purely and simply a trade tax, a tax | 
not aimed at the community, but aimed | 
at a trade. It operated as a penalty, | 
not, indeed, upon a whole trade, but upon | 


.that class of traders who had recourse to | 


We had, 


a particular foreign market. 


therefore, for the first time in our genera- | 


tion a tax which was aimed at a trade in 


exoneration of the general taxpayer. | 


But it had a further fault, a most serious 
economic fault—it purported to hold out 


to the general taxpayer a positive pecu- | 


niary benefit. He was bound to say he 
listened with astonishment to the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s 


who used the coal that they might get 
their coal cheaper by means of this tax. 
That 
inviting support for a tax to intimate 
that the effect would be not merely to 


raise revenue, but to put gain into the. 


pockets of one class of trader at the 
expense of another class of trader. 
There was no surer sign of vicious and 


unjust finance than the attempt to | 
benefit a certain set of consumers or | 


traders at the expense of the trade on 
which the tax was put. 
that the tax had met with a certain 
degree of popularity. It was easy to 
obtain popularity with the general com- 
munity by putting the burdens of the 
consumer upon a certain trade or section. 
But that was a means of obtaining popu- 


larity to which no Chancellor of the) 
Exchequer had stooped for the last fifty | 


or sixty years. Every previous Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had sought to 


adjust his burdens so that they fell on | 
whole community which derived | 
benefit from the expenditure to which the | 


the 


tax gave rise. But the right hon. 
Gentleman had come forward with a new 
proposal of sectional taxation for the | 
relief of the community at large. This | 
method of sectional taxation followed | 
immediately, and perhaps necessarily, 
on another financial injustice of which | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had | 
made himself the special champion— 

namely, sectional relief from taxation. | 
There would have been no necessity to 
discuss this sectional tax but that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had given a | 


much greater amount than he would get | 


from this tax to the class of which he was 
The two 


intimation to | 
the coal consumers and to manufacturers | 


was a somewhat bold way of | 


It had been said | 


| policy ; they had the same principle and 
| the same vice. 


| 


The House had heard a good deal 
}about appeals to the working classes to 
| bear their share of taxation. The right 
(hon. Gentleman had told them—and 
rightly so—that they were willing to bear 
their fair proportion of the cost of the 
war. But why was the right hon. Gentle- 
| man so anxious to put the taxation on 
them at the same time that he was giving 
relief to another class very much better 
| able to bear taxation. Let him rather ad- 
' dress his appeals to the patriotism of the 
landed classes, He was not putting 
| additional taxation on them; he was 
giving them relief in a measure which 
| was the counterpart of the measure the 
House was considering that day. This 
was the outcome of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s talk about broadening the basis 
of taxation. It came to this— 
this was a conflict between the miner's 
wage and the landowner’s rent. [Oh !””j 
Of course, hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
not disposed to accept that view, but if 
they recollected a little better the earlier 
Budgets of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
/chequer, they would have known that 
he gave a warning of the policy he was 
“about to undertake. He told them quite 
plainly in his very first Budget, when he 
was speaking on the subject of national 
extravagance, that we could not go on 
| with the present scale of expenditure on 
the present fiscal system ; in other words, 
| he indicated that they would have to have 
| recourse to some form of trade taxation. 
The right hon. Gentleman, when he 
championed the Agricultural Rates Relief 
Act, knew perfectly well then that he 
| was working towards the system of 
| taxation on trade which now he desired 
to make an integral part of our financial 
|system. He protested against the right 
/hon. Gentleman’s doing this under the 
| title of a Free Trader. Those who were 
| attacking the elementary principles of 
| Free Trade had no right to claim to be 
| Free Traders, as the right hon. Gentle- 
| man professed to be. This was the first 
| step in protection pure and simple. The 
‘right hon. Gentleman had held it out 
'that it was no advantage that our coa 
|should be taken by foreign manutac- 
turers to be used by them to cheapen 
the productions they sent us. He had, in 
F 2 
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fact, adopted the doctrines hitherto 
championed by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Thanet, and by the hon. 
Member for Central Sheffield, that it was 
a disadvantage to have our imports 
cheapened, because it would be some 
advantage to the foreign producer as 
against the English producer. That was 
protection pure and simple. There was 
no surer sign of protection than to make 
imports dearer. 
man, when he was dealing with the 
Report of the Committee of 1873, ex- 


ress is iss ? i » i i Ss) 
pressed his dissent from the opinions | royalty owner thought he could get out 


of that Committee, which had pro- 
nounced against an export duty on coal, 


returns of imports. That was the con- 
clusion of Free Traders, and, as he had 
said, the right hon. Gentleman dissented 
from it. He had, in fact, gone back to 
1842 for his tax, and for his principles as 
well. They had always supposed that 
English statesmen recognised that inter- 


The right hon. Gentle- | 
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Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burgh): 
In Scotland it is 1s. 

Mr. ROBSON said he was rather sur- 
prised to hear that it was so much, but 
he did not think anyone would deny that 
the average royalty over England, and 
he thought over Scotland too, was much 
under ls. It was therefore proposed to 
put a tonnage tax on the trade which was 
nearly double the amount of profit made 
per ton. But there is another way of 
testing the effect of this tax. Not only 
was it greatly in excess of what the 


of the trade, but it was higher than the 


: , import duty imposed by foreign countries, 
because the export of coal cheapened our | P : I : , 


For instance, France, in order to handi- 
cap English coal, had laid on it a duty of 
less than 1s. per ton. 

*THe CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, Bris- 


itol, W.) : 113d. 


national trade was interchangeable, and | 


that it was to the advantage of a nation 
to get as much as it could in return for 
what it exported. But the right hon. 
Gentleman seemed to view with alarm 
the fact that if we sent coal out to foreign 
countries it might be used by foreign 
manufacturers to make the goods they 
returned to us cheaper. That was a new 
conception of economic Let 
them be under no doubt as to the true 
character of this tax. The real excuse 
put forward for it was that it was a small 
tax. Why were they having all that 
debate over a tax which was only to 
bring in a revenue of a million or so? 
The answer was, because it was the first 
step in a new policy of trade taxation ; 
it was the first step towards protection ; 
it was the old Tory policy of trying to put 
burdens on trade for the relief of the 
hereditary burdens of land. 
was said this was a small tax, he was led 
to ask, was it a small tax in relation to 
trade? Whether a tonnage tax 
small or great depended on the question 
of what was the tonnage profit in ordinary 


and bad times. When a landlord let his 


sclence. 


When it | 


was | 


coal he tried to get as much as he could, 
‘from economic motives, or because they 


out of the coalowner after the latter had 
left himself a fair profit. In Northum- 
berland the royalty was 6d. ; in the Mid- 


lands it was 3d. and 4d. ; in South Wales | 


there were royalties up to ls. per ton, 
while others did not exceed 8d. 


M = R ‘abson. 


| 


Mr. ROBSON: If the right hon. 
Gentleman said that it was 11d. no 
doubt that was right, but that was what. 
France was doing to handicap English 
coal. It was the same in Russia, and 
although the duty varied in that country, 
he did not think it was less than 2s. a ton. 
That was a duty which was introduced 
not merely to handicap English coal, but 
with a view of prohibiting English coal, 


‘and there was very serious danger te 


English coal arising on the Black Sea on 
account of that duty. That, again, was 
another illustration of the way the export 
duty would operate. The right hon. 
Gentleman gave an admirable illustration 
as to the difficulty of the coal export trade 
in meeting its competitors in foreign 
markets. He said that the English 
railway companies gave preferential rates 
in favour of the coal export trade. Had 
he considered the significance of that ! 
He mentioned it as a matter of complaint, 
and another hon. Member protested 
against it, and wished to know whether 
the Government would take steps to 
prevent it. Did it not occur to the right 
hon. Gentleman or to the hon. Member 
why the railway companies should 
favour the export coal trade? Was it 


desired to give the foreigner the benefit ! 
No; the railway companies gave a pre- 
ferential rate because it was necessary to 
assist the export trade, and he ventured 
to say that much of the right hon. Gentle- 
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man’s tax would fall on the railway com- 
panies. They might depend upon it that 
everybody would, of course, struggle to 
keep the trade going, and the railway 
companies would have to share that 
struggle as well as the rest; and if the 
export trade were to be kept alive at all | 
the railway companies would have to bear | 
a considerable part of the tax. That 
showed the seriousness of foreign com- | 
petition in the coal trade, and how great 
the tax was in relation to the margin of 
profit, and also how keen was the com- | 
petition that had to be met in foreign 
markets. 

Then, the right hon. Gentleman used 
one of the most extraordinary argu-_ 
ments, and one which he could commend | 
to the consideration of the Committee. 
The right hon. Gentleman said supposing 
we could not compete in foreign markets, | 
what then? Then, according to the 
right hon. Gentleman, the coal would | 
be left in the earth for the benefit of | 
posterity, and many pits in England! 
would be idle, and many thousands of 
men would be thrown out of employ-! 


ment ; and that at a time when an unem- | 
ployed problem would have to be faced | 
on the return of the troops from South | 
Africa. The right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to think that there would be no 
unemployed problem, but there would be 
a very serious unemployed problem 
indeed, and that was the occasion on 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
suggested that it might be to the advan- 
tage of the country to let foreign com- | 
petitors have the markets and let English | 
pits remain idle, in order that posterity | 
might have the benefit. In addition 
there would be, of course, a disturbance 
of the delicate adjustment of international 
trade. It was well worth remembering 
that there was no English trade so essen- 
tial to the carrying commerce of the 
country as cargoes of coal, which went 
everywhere and cheapened imports, and 
yet the right hon. Gentleman said it did 
not matter, as the coal would remain 
in the earth for the benefit of posterity. 
That was certainly an extraordinary 
altruism, because what was the right 
hen. Gentleman proposing in favour 
of posterity ? He was'not proposing to 
keep something for posterity which | 
would be worth something more to | 
posterity than it was to them. Posterity | 
weuld have to employ the same amount | 
of labour to get the coal from the earth 
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that they did ; and the coal was to remain 
in the earth in order that, in fifty years 
or a hundred years, it might be taken out 
by posterity at some unknown price, and 
at a time when perhaps the coal trade 
would be less prosperous than it was at 
present. He had never heard a more 
extraordinary doctrine in all the selfish 
annals of mankind. Such philanthropy 
as that was most extraordinary ; and the 
only difficulty about it was that posterity 
would not believe it, especially as ema- 
nating from a Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer who had suspended the Sinking 
Fund. But what would posterity be 
likely to say? He thought they would be 
more likely to say that it would have 
been better, instead of the coal being lett 
in the earth, to the detriment of English 
commerce, that it had been turned into 
reproductive capital, which would grow 
as years went on. Let the Committee 
consider themselves in the position of 
posterity. Would it be suggested that 
they would be better off if their fore- 
fathers, instead of working and selling 
coal, had left it in the earth? Certainly 
not. They were all the better off because 
their forefathers had worked the coal 
and added to the capital of the country. 
And if they had not, England, instead of 
being as rich as it was, would be smaller 
and poorer. Therefore, far from re- 
proving our forefathers for working coal, 
the country was grateful to them. 

The right hon. Gentleman talked about 
exporting our capital. If they were 
to have new economics in England, 
he should like the right hon. Gentleman 
to give a definition, though he would 
find it very hard, of capital in relation 
to coal. In order to become capital, 
coal had to be raised and worked and 
sold, and the right hon. Gentleman 
would find it very difficult to supply 
a definition except on that principle. 
The right hon. Gentleman’s idea of com- 
merce appeared to be that coal was not to 
be produced now when prices were good 
and trade was prosperous, but that a sort 
of forward contract on behalf of posterity 
was to be made for fifty years hence; 
when prices might be low and trade bad. 
They had had the new diplomacy, and 
now they were getting the new finance 
which was not of a very wholesome 
character. Among the various indica- 
tions of the popularity of the tax there 
were one or two very instructive ones. 
For instance, why had the hon. Member 
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for Middlesbrough been approached by 


a 


Middlesbrough manufacturers with : 
view to getting his support for the tax 
on coal?’ Why, because they used a 
great deal of coal, and they thought that 
the export tax would help them. He 
would invite his Middlesbrough friends 


to consider the effect of the tax, because | 


if the tax were good it would apply 
with singular force to the iron mines 
of the Cleveland district. They also ex- 
ported ore taken out of the earth, and rail- 
way companies and shipbuilders would 
like to get Cleveland iron still cheaper. 
and so they might look forward to 
seeing the principle of the tax applied 


to the Cleveland district as well as to) 
| having a Commission to inquire into the 


the colliery districts, especially as so 
much of the Cleveland product was 
sent to aid the foreigner. The foreigner 
was a customer, but then, of course, 
the protectionist principle was that 
it did not matter if the customer were 
killed in getting at the competitor. 
That seemed to be the idea. Suppose 
the principle were to be extended tothe 
Cleveland district, why should it not 
proceed further? Why stop at raw 
material ? Tools might be made cheaper 
in Sheffield for the rest of England 
by means of an export duty, and in fact 
the principle might be extended to 
everything that was wanted more cheaply. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer appealed 
to various trades to support the tax 
by suggesting that they would make a 
profit out of it, but it was capable of 
indefinite and most dangerous applica- 
tion. At all events, they would probably 
have as time went on some modification 


of the view with regard to the tax, 
when other industries and other trades | 


found similar taxes applied to them. 

Several hon. Members talked of the 
danger of retaliation. He would take 
three countries, Spain, France, 
Norway. France and Norway had an 
irresistible weapon of retaliation in pit 
props, and Spain had a weapon of retalia- 
tion in the ore that was exported for ship- 
building and other purposes. He would 
commend the particular illustration of 


Spain to the right hon. Gentleman. | 


Again and again Spain, which was not 

supposed to be a financial model, had 

been urged to put a tax on its ore and 

again and again refused, because it 

had ascertained the value to it of that 

export trade. But a fallacy which was so 
Mr. Robson, 
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and | 


has captivated the right hon. Gentleman, 
He would urge the right hon. Gentleman, 
even at the last moment, to give the 
tax greater consideration than he had 
been able to give it up to the present. 
When he introduced it, he told the 
House fairly and frankly enough that 
he had not been able to make adequate 
inquiries from those engaged in the 
trade, because he was afraid they would 
have forestalled the tax. A trade tax 
could not be introduced after adequate 
inquiry, because any such inquiry would 
give the tax away. That was a general 
principle which applied to trade taxa- 
tion; but they were talking now of 


subject, and that was in itself a reason 
why, now that the right hon. Gentleman 
had fuller information, he should with- 
draw the tax. If he persisted in it he 
would be responsible for one of the most 
senseless and disastrous blows ever 
struck by any Government at the 
prosperity of the country. 


*Sir THOMAS WRIGHTSON (st. 
Pancras, E.) said he would like to 
acknowledge the consideration which 
had been shown by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to the North of England 
and to Scotland with reference to the 
tax. There was no doubt that the 
North of England and Scotland had 
been very hardly hit. It was pointed 
out to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
at a very early stage of the Budget that 
an ad valorem duty would perhaps be 
more satisfactory, and it was pointed 
out also that if the tax were extin- 
guished on the lower qualities of 
coal it would be practically equal to 
an ad valorem duty in Northumberland. 
As a matter of fact, the concession 


of the right hon. Gentleman applied to. 


the total export output of Northumber- 
land reduced the tax to about 8d. per 
ton, which would practically amount 
to an ad valorem duty, because the 
price of Northumbrian coal as compared 
with Welsh coal was as eight to twelve, 
and he was thankful to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer for having considered 
the case of the North of England in 
that way. But although that concession 
had been granted on grounds of justice, 
it did not at all prove that the principle 
of the tax was correct. 
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obvious to Spain was a fallacy which 


He did not agree: 
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that the principle of the tax was correct, 
and the fact that great concessions 
had been made showed that the matter 
had not been thoroughly investigated, 


which he thought was a pity having 


regard to the great importance of the 
subject. It also showed that those 
who applauded the tax and even com- 
plained that it was not higher were not 
entirely right in taking that view. 


He, for one, was satisfied that the matter 


should be left as it was, and he hoped 
that the lesson they had learned in 
the discussions which had taken place 


would prevent the possibility of the 


extension of such a tax. It came as a 
bolt from the blue, and had set many 


people thinking. It had set the Lon- | coal. 


don coal ring thinking that they 
possibly might be next attacked, 
because when there was a disposition 
to tax a commodity like coal it was 
very difficult to stop it. He did not be- 
lieve that the coalowners would be 
able to contribute any more, but in all 
probability the coal ring would have to 
be called to account. He had seen a 
balance sheet showing the enormous 
profits which had been made by the 
London coal ring, amounting to hundreds 
of thousands of pounds. There was 
another class which would also look with 
apprehension to what the Government 
would propose in the next Budget, and 
that was the inland coal owners. The 
whole popularity of the coal tax had 
arisen from the fact that people had been 
tremendously aroused by the very high 
prices which had been charged for coal, 
and the gentlemen he had referred to 
would naturally think it would be their 
turn next. There was another class that 
would also be set thinking and that was 
the royalty owners. 
many royalty owners, and they had 
expressed to him their disapprobation 
of the tax, and he had no doubt that 
that disapprobation was produced by 
the fear that it might be their turn 
next. There was no logical line of 
difference between taxing the man who 
produced the coal and the man who 
owned the coal and leased it to the pro- 
ducer. 

The division the other night showed 
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the other classes he had mentioned, the 
writing was on the wall. That would 
also be helped by the knowledge that, 
at all events in the north of England, the 
foreigner would not pay the tax. The 
hon. Member for Gateshead mentioned 
the other evening the case of a Danish 
railway company, which was in the 
habit of purchasing 50,000 tons of coal 
per annum in the north of England and 
in Wales. He was a member of the 
‘firm which had had that contract for 
| twenty years, but now two-thirds of it 
| was diverted to Westphalia and one- 
third remained in Wales. The foreigner 
might pay the tax on Welsh coal, but 
| he would not pay it on north of England 
The tax would be discussed before 
the public in the inquiry which had 
been promised by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and by the time the Commis- 
'sion had reported it would be found 
‘that that particular form of taxation 
| was a mistake. Personally, he would 
| not oppose the clause. They had had a 
| fair fight, and had liberal concessions 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
|and he was disposed to wait until the 
result of the tax came to light, which 
| he believed would prevent any recur- 
'rence of it. He thanked the House for 
| having listened to him, and he would 
| only add that he would not vote against 
| the Government on that occasion. 
| 
| *Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
| Rushcliffe) said he had not intervened in 
'the discussions although he was con- 
| nected with that rather unpopular class 
| the coalowners ; but, as a number of his 
constituents were engaged in the coal 
/industry, and had strong views as to 
‘this duty, he should like to say a few 








He personally knew | words before the clause was added to 


‘the Bill. They had listened to the hon. 
'Member who had just spoken, and had 
‘heard the conclusion at which he had 
arrived, which was not quite what 
|they had expected from his argument. 
|The hon. and learned Member for South 
| Shields had contributed, as he always 
did, a most interesting speech to the 
discussion, and he wished to associate 
| himself with everything that the hon. 
'and learned Member had said, parti- 





that feeling on that question was very | cularly the strong point he had made of 
high, and he was not so sure that | the tax being, after all, only a sectional 
the result of that division could be| trade tax. Speaking as a Midland coal- 
explained on the gastronomic theory. | owner, he thought it was unfair to place 
For the royalty owners, as well as for the tax on the $comparatively small 
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area on which it would fall. If the 
tax had to be imposed at all, it would 
have been fairer to have put it on the 
whole of the coal industry. They had 
had a most businesslike discussion on 
Clause 3. After all, it was the Minister 
in charge of a Bill that generally gave 
the note and key and temper to the 
discussion, and it was no surprise to 
hon. Members who had the advantage 
of associating with the right hon. Gentle- 
man for years to observe the excellent 
way in which he had conducted the 
discussions. He kept the House in good 
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Bill. 


bear examination, and while the right 
hon. Gentleman was reading them he 
wished he could have the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer in a witness chair and 
have an opportunity of putting ten or 
twelve questions to him. The Return 
which had been since issued had entirely 
undermined the right hon. Gentleman’s 
figures. 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Oh, no. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS: The right hon. 
Gentleman thought it had not, but 
he thought it had. The right hon. 


176 


temper, and, above all, he never tried|Gentleman would admit that in the 


to use the closure. 
Gentleman knew that he would lose 
more than he would gain by resorting 
to that implement. As the discussions 
went on, his amazement increased that 
a right hon. Gentleman of the calibre, 
talents, and experience of the right hon. 
Gentleman should have gone out of his 
way to propose a tax of that kind. He 
ventured to think no more injurious, 
irritating, or, as regardsits consequences, 
complicated tax could be devised. 
What was the right hon. Gentleman 
going to gain by it? He could only sup- 
pose, as had been suggested, that it 
was the thin edge of the wedge of the new 
policy. He ventured to say they never 
would have heard of the tax were it not 
for the extraordinary and abnormal 
profits of the coal owners in 1900. But 
surely a more sandy foundation never 
existed for a great fiscal change. Every- 
one know that the year 1900 was of an 
unprecedented and abnormal character. 
As a coal owner he ventured tosay that 
no one would suffer more in the long run 
for 1900 than the coal owners themselves. 
During the last forty years he had noticed 
that when they were upon the mountain 
peak they soon went down to the valley, 








The right hon. | figures he quoted sufficient account 


had not been taken of the increase in 
the number of men employed. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I aid make 
one mistake, | admit. I put the profits 
of the coal owners in 1900 at, I think, 
a million less than they were. 


*Mr. JOHNSELLIS said that the 
difference between himself and the right 
hon. Gentleman was much greater than 
he had imagined. In his opinion the 
right hon. Gentleman did not estimate 
at all adequately the enormous increase 
which had taken place in the cost of stores, 
and he did not realise the risk which was 
attendant in the employment of capital 
in mines. He thought he could show the 
right hon. Gentleman some confidential 
information as to profits which would 
bring him to a different frame of mind. 
After all, the coal trade deserved to be a 
profitable trade in one respect: the 
coal owner was taking up every year 
the corpus of his estate, and any man 
who treated what he got from his colliery 
as income would find himself at the end 
of his lease in a very poor position indeed. 
Again as to risks he wondered how many 
hon. Members realised what it meant 


and remained there for a long time.|to be down a mine fighting the forces 


Those of them who shared the harvest | of nature in a great gob fire. 


of 1900, and managed to invest securely 
what they had got, were richer than they 
previously had been, but in the long 
run 1900 would not be to their 
advantage. But he ventured to very 
respectfully state that the figures which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer read 
to the House, to the effect that more 
than £30,000,000 sterling of profit was 
made by the coal trade in 1900, was a 
little unworthy of his greater reputation 
as a financier. The figures would not 


Mr. John Ellis. 





The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer knew very 
well that land or other property was not 
likely to be destroyed by an earthquake, 
but every coal owner was exposed to risk 
which could only be met by the greatest 
watchfulness and care. Happily, they 
had been very free from great explosions 
and the most unhappy loss of life caused 
by them. But he was, nevertheless, 
sure that the risk of the coal trade had 
not been adequately realised. He wished 
to know on which leg the right hon. 
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Gentleman desired to stand. 
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He talked | ference with trade 
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and resulted in a 


about keeping the coal for posterity,| minimum amount of actual cash; but, 
but if the coal were not extracted and | speaking as one who was largelyinterested 


exported the right hon. Gentleman 
would not get his tax. 
departure. It would have entirely un- 
foreseen consequences, and perhaps .the 


right hon. Gentleman would be willing 


It was a new | 


ithe end of that trade. 


to admit that in his investigations he had | 


found that some of the consequences 
of the tax, which he never expected 
when he proposed it, were now apparent. 
The tax would, in his humble judgment, 
ultimately find its way, no doubt after 
some interval, as most taxes did, on to 
the shoulders of the consumer in this 
country. Of course they all knew that 


in colliery matters and who had con- 
siderable interest in the export trade, 
he did not think that the tax would be 
Although there 
had been much exaggeration as to the 
profits of the colliery owners, and very 
much exaggeration as to English coal 
being a monopoly, and although a tax of 


'a shilling a ton was no doubt a con- 
| siderable increase in the cost of supplying 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer had | 


to face tremendous difficulties, and 
only yesterday in a speech he referred 
to the serious aspect of a situation in 
which the ordinary national expendi- 
ture was growing at a faster rate than 
the ordinary national revenue. The 
right hon. Gentleman rather taunted 


his right hon. friend the Leader of the | 


Opposition for not proposing some 
alternative to the sugar duty, and he said 
that that was the duty of anyone in the 
position of his right hon. friend who 
objected to a particular mode of taxation. 
It, however, the Chancellor of the Ex- 


‘not be 


English coal to its consumers abroad, 
still, he did not think it would be any 
very serious blow to the industry, or 
that they should refrain from voting for 
the tax. He wished to draw the attention 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer to one 
alteration he had made in the clause, and 
he would ask him to consider whether 
it had been done in the fairest and best 
manner. A rebate was to be granted 
on all coal below the value of 6s. f.o.b. 
He would ask the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to consider whether it would 
fairer to fix the price, not 
f.o.b., but at the pit’s mouth, not of 
course 6s., because that would be too 
large a rebate, but some foreign figure. 


The present proposal would act unfairly as 


chequer would read the speech he de- | 


livered on the 8th June, 1885, which | 


led to very important consequences, and_ less value than 5s. a ton, whereas a district 


of which he moved a resolution against 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Bill, 
he would find that he then stated that 
he was not bound to propose an alterna- 
tive; therefore he was forgetting the 
position which he himself had taken up 
when he challenged the position of his 
right hon. friend. The opposition to 
the tax was wide spreading within 
certain limits, and deep seated. He was 


sure that it would be admitted that a! 


tax which excited such a speech as that 
to which they had listened with interest 
and admiration from the hon. Member 
for Morpeth must have in it some ele- 
ments of mischief. He had given the 
best consideration he could to the matter 
in the light of his own experience, and he 
would say in conclusion that he would 
vote against the proposal with the clearest 
possible conviction. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln) said that the 
difficulty of an export duty was that it 
caused the maximum amount of inter- 


| 





between different districts. A district from 
which the railway rate to the port was 
only 1s. would havea rebate on all coal of 


where the average railway rate to the 
port was 3s. would only be allowed a 
rebate on coal to the value of 3s. a ton and 
under. The colliery nearer the sea 
would get a rebate on all coal between 
3s. and 5s. per ton, whereas no such 
rebate would be given to the colliery 
farther from the sea. He quite under- 
stood how pleased the hon. Member 
for Sunderland was at the proposal, 
because collieries in the North of England 
had a very low rate to the sea, whereas 
collieries in Nottinghamshire, Yorkshire, 
and Derbyshire had a rate of 3s. They 
would only get a rebate on coal valued at 
3s. or under, whereas the North of Eng- 
land collieries would get a rebate on coal 
valued at 5s. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would consider the matter he 
would find that it was not fair as between 
different districts. What the export 
duty did was to increase the cost of the 
cargo from the port to the point at which 
the coal was consumed, and therefore 


? 
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ultimately, no doubt, the total quantity | 
of coal which was sent abroad would be | 
diminished, and in that way the collieries | 
which were farthest from the sea would 
suffer the most. He hoped the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would see that 
his present proposal would put one 
district at a disadvantage as compared 
with another, and he hoped that the 
rebate would be on the price of coal at the 
pit’s mouth. There would be no difficulty 
whatever in doing that. His own caleu- | 
lation was that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would lose something like a | 
million sterling by the concessions he | 
had made, and he thought that ultimately | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
find that he would lose more than he | 
anticipated. He realised fully the diffi- | 
culties which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had to face. He did not antici- 
pate that any very serious injury would | 
be caused by the coal duty, and, in all 
matters connected with it, he hoped the 
right hon. Gentleman would do his best 
to make it equal as between different 
districts. 

*Mr. BEAUMONT (Northumberland, 
Hexham) said that all interested in the 
coal trade in the North of England, 
including many in his own constituency, 
deprecated the coal duty, because they 
felt they would be seriously affected by it. 
But it was chiefly on behalf of the miners 
that he wished to speak. It should not be 
thought for a moment that the miners in 
Northumberland, any more than any 
other class, wished to evade the payment 
of their fair proportionof taxationtowards 
the war, which many of them approved 
and supported. He did not mean to 
suggest that those who supported the 
war policy were anxious to repudiate 
their engagements, but they felt that, 
had it not been for the shortsightedness 
of the Government, the cost of the war 
would have been very materially di- 
minished. It was, however, expected 
that taxation would, as far as possible, 
have been equally divided on a broad 
basis among all classes, and that one par- 
ticular industry should not have been | 
selected for special taxation, and not only 
one industry, but only one part of that 
industry. The coal owners’ case had 
been put forward in the House mode- 
rately and ably. They were well able to 
take care of themselves, but was it not 


Mr. Seely. 


'the British consumer. 
against the tax on behalf of tiie miners 
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unreasonable to ask why in addition 
to the income tax, on which they were 
assessed in the ordinary way, they 
should be asked for what amounted to an 
extra graduated income tax, He would 
not attempt to argue the economic aspect 
of a.tax on exports, but he did not for a 
moment imagine that the tax would be 
paid by the foreign consumer, but by 
He protested 


in Northumberland, who produced the 
coal and who regarded it as very unjust. 
The Colonial Secretary, speaking in Bir- 
mingham on May 10th, said he thought 
the miners ought to pay their share of 
the war expenditure, but they would pay 
their fair share through the sugar tax, 
and the Colonial Secretary in that speech 
showed that he was as ignorant of the 
conditions of the coal trade as he was of 
the methods of diplomacy. As _ the 
committee knew, the wages of the 
miners were settled by a sliding scale, 


_ regulated according to the average selling 


price of coal every quarter. This 


sliding scale system in Northumberland 


and Durham worked very well, owing to 
the good sense of the employers and of the 
men andof their leaders, but themenknew 
perfectly well that after the next ascer- 
tainment their wages would be reduced 
in proportion to the selling price of coal, 
and they naturally asked why they should 
have to suffer through the action of a 
Government which pretended to be the 


‘friend of the working man. In the 


speech to which he had alluded the 
Colonial Secretary said that he was glad 
that the miners were not to be the cat’s 
paw of the mineowners, and he said that 
the miners would be very wise to reserve 
their funds to fight the coalowners. He 
thought words of that kind coming from 
a responsible Minister were very much 
to be deprecated. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had since endeavoured to explain 
his meaning away, but really only begged 
the question, and the man in the 
street (of whom they had so often heard) 
would put the only obvious interpretation 
upon it. The Board of Trade had from 


‘time to time endeavoured, sometimes, 


he was glad to say, successfully, to settle 
| trade disputes, but he ventured to think 
that the action of the President of the 
| Board of Trade would not be facilitated 
| by such a mischievous speech as that 
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delivered by the Colonial Secretary. This | 
tax had also been defended on the 
ground of the necessity for preventing the 
depletion of our coal fields. The alarm on 
this question might be well founded or | 
not, but it was impossible to materially | 
prolong the life of our coal fields by | 
artificial means, however desirable it | 
was to do so. If he thought the| 
foreigner would pay the tax he would not 
oppose it, but they in the North of | 
England knew very well that it was not 
the foreigner who would nay. The tax | 
was wrong in principle and unjust in its | 
incidence, and therefore he had no hesi- 
tation in voting against it. | 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon-| 
mouthshire, W.): Although it is late, 
I hope the Committee will not be im- 
patient. After all this is a new and very | 
important question affecting a great, 
trade, and the House of Commons would, 
I think, be well advised to give it all the | 
consideration in its power. The question 
has been very reasonably discussed and an | 
opportunity ought to be given to all who | 
desire to express their views. I do not | 
desire to occupy the time of the House as I 
had a very full opportunity on the Second | 
Reading to express my objections to this 
tax. Still less is it necessary to-night to | 
repeat these objections because of two 
speeches to which we have listened. 
From the economic standpoint the hon. 
and learned Member for South Shields 
stated the objections to the tax in an 
admirable manner, and that speech was | 
followed by a speech from a hon. Member | 
opposite, who, however, does not intend | 
to support his views by opposing the tax | 
with his vote. It was, however, a warn- | 
ing to other interests whose fate was to 
follow, and I particularly noted the very 
emphatic manner in which the hon. 
Member told the owners of mining royal- | 
ties what they might expect as a natural 
consequence. They had had two warn- | 
ings: the speech to-night, and the} 
division the other night. If the coal | 
industry is going to be taxed, no partner | 
in it could less expect to be relieved than | 
the royalty owner. I confess I do not | 
believe in that danger which in former | 
years had been expressed of the exhaus- | 
tion of our coalfields ; and 1 believe it | 
will be shown by the inquiry the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer has agreed to | 
institute that there is no cause for that | 
apprehension. As to making the' 
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foreigner pay the tax, that is the con- 
solation the Protectionists always point 
to. Their object apparently is to take 
it out of their customers, but that is not 
a sound commercial policy. I agree 


_with my hon. friend who has just spoken 


as to the mischievous character of the 
remark he quoted from the Colonial 
Secretary, that the miners should save 
their money to fight the mine owners ;. 
but the right hon. Gentleman was not 
the originator of the remark ; it came 
from a quarter whence it- might have 
least been expected—from the President 
of the Board of Trade. When the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade was called on 
to settle so mischievous a thing as a 


_strike in the coal trade—as he might be 


one of these days—he would be reminded 
of that observation. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GeraLp Batrour, 
Leeds, Central): I never suggested that 
would be desirable. I said 
that rather than bring about a universal 
strike at once it would be wiser on the 
part of the miners, if they believed that 


‘the tax would be put upon them by the 


coal owners, to save their money to resist 
the coal owners. 


Smirk WILLIAM HARCOURT : A more 
dangerous and mischievous doctrine to 
proceed from a President of the Board of 
Trade I have never heard. I will not 
repeat what I have said about this tax, 
but supposing a student of economic 
science were asked in examination what 
were the characteristics of a bad tax, he 
would say, first, that it should be an 
export duty ; next, that it should be an 
ad valorem duty ; and, thirdly, that it 
should be a trade duty. All taxes are 
evils, and these evils are the consequences 
of the greatest of all evils—and that is. 
war. The amount of the evil may be 
measured by the total financial Bill now 
under consideration—a debt of 150 
millions, and the largest army that ever 
was collected to meet the smallest foe 
since the days of Xerxes. Of course the 
taxes have to be found, but I cannot con- 
gratulate the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
on selecting this tax. I know the right 
hon. Gentleman’s industry and ability, 
but it shows the extremity to which he 
has been reduced when he proposes a 
tax which, under cross-examination, had 
to be reduced by nearly one-half. 
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The contract concessions only apply for 
-one year. 
Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes: 
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|“ mitigated.” He said he appreciated 
| the efforts of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
| chequer to come nearer to their view, but 
that the clause was still very unsatis- 


but this Budget only applies to one year. | factory. 


Surely if there is an elementary pro- | 
position in finance it is that the Budget | 
is an annual statement to provide for the 
annual necessities of the year. Ifa tax, | 
after it is brought forward, has to be | 
reduced by a half, what does that show ? | 
It shows that the conditions of the tax 

had not been ascertained. It was not | 
impossible to ascertain that there were | 
different classes of coal, and that a tax of 

1s. upon all would introduce differences 

between the different qualities. I re- 

present a constituency which is to have | 
no abatement, and consequently, I owe 

the right hon. Gentleman no thanks for | 
the distinction he has made. I have 

already expressed my absolute objection 

to this tax in its economic aspect, but | 
still more in its social aspect, and I amas | 
convinced as ever that the main weight | 
of it will fall on the miners, and none of | 
the arguments which have been adduced | 
have induced me to alter that opinion. 

It is in the interests of the miners more | 
than of any other class that I oppose this | 
tax, and the Committee ought by every | 
means at their disposal to oppose the tax | 
this year and oppose it still more as a} 
permanent addition to the taxation of | 
the country. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : In view of | 
the considerable discussion which has | 
taken place on this matter—[An How. | 
MemBerR: Two hours and a half.] We 
discussed it for two nights on the} 
resolution, and we have now discussed | 
it for nearly two days in Committee, and | 
although I quite appreciate the fact that | 
hon. Members opposite object to the | 
‘principle of the tax, still I think it is not | 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 


Member at any rate expressed the view 


that his opposition to the clause had 


been diminished, but I must say if ail 
my concessions are met not merely with 
continued opposition, but with demands 
for prolonged discussion, it is a very 
poor encouragement to make any conces 
sion at all. I was rather surprised 
at the arguments used this evening 
against the clause. They have been 
absolutely contrary to one another. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that this 
tax was the necessary consequence ot 
the war expenditure, but in the view of 
the hon. and learned Member for South 
Shields, who made an able speech in 
opposition to the clause, that was not the 
reason at all. It was that we desired 
by the clause to provide mear.s for what 
are called doles to landlords, but what 
really is the payment of half the rates of 
farmers who are certainly less able to 
bear taxation than the coal owner ; in 
fact, that the coal tax was to maintain 
the Agricultural Rating Act. I demur 
altogether{to both these propositions. 
On whom is this tax to fall? I know itisa 
favourite theory with some hon. Members 
opposite that it will fall on the miners. 
That is the view of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but it is not the view of the hon. and 
learned Member for South Shields, for 
the other night he said in so many words 
that the foreigners would pay the tax 
until they enlarged their means of pro- 
duction ; and if the hon. and learned 
Member would look into the possibilities 
of that he would find that it is practically 
impossible so far as we can forsee that 


unreasonable that they should now | the European production could be so 
confine the discussion to the clause itself | enlarged as to supply European de- 


*Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, | 
Wansbeck) said that there had been | 
no discussion on the clause since the | 
very important alterations introduced | 


by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. | 





*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: I heard the | tend. 


mands for coal. If so, where is the tax 
on miners? Then another hon. 
Member says that the tax will fall on 
the railways, and the hon. Member for 
Nottingham began by suggesting that 
it will fall on the coal owners. I con- 
as I have always contended, 


hon. Member say himself that those | that in the main the tax will fall on the 


alterations mitigated his objection to the | consumers, and the hon. Member for 


-clause. 


*MR. 
guarded himself against using the word 


FENWICK said he carefully} made that 


Nottingham at the close of his speech 
admission. And _ who 
is the consumer? Why, mainly the 
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foreigner. 
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I have some little proof of) mittee may feel that I have endeavoured 


Bill. 


186. 


the truth of that from France, Belgium, | to meet the objections to this clause in a 
and Denmark. The manager of the/| fair and generous spirit; for I do not 
Copenhagen Gas Company wrote— | desire that any proposals for taxation 


‘The duty will increase our annual expendi- 


ture by £3,000, but we shall not cease to buy | should leave any sense of 
English coals. The additional expenditure is | pehind. 


inconvenient, but, considered from an English 
standpoint, the ado made about the tax is in- 
comprehensible, and seemed to be wanting in 
common sense.” 


Then, again, I find a 
of a 
company at Antwerp, which 
amine in South Wales. The chair- 
man congratulated the shareholders on 


report in | 
the Independance Belge of May 20th | 
meeting of an important iron | 
Owns | 


the fact that coal delivered at Antwerp | 
from this mine would cost 114 franes a| 


ton, as against 19 franes for coal of the 
same quality from Charleroi, in Belgium, 


and that would be after paying the 


shilling tax. The hon. Member for 


South Shields spoke about the effect of | 


the import duty in France and Russia 
upon our coal. He said it was a check 
to our export trade. It has not 
proved to be so, Our export trade 
to France has grown to 8,000,000 tons 
a year in spite of the export duty, 
and the trade with Russia has similarly 
grown. Their duties do not keep out 
our coal, and it is a fact that in the 
western part of France there is a great 
demand tor British coal, both for steam 
and agricultural purposes—for burning 
lime in lime-kilns, for which it is dis- 
tinguished. The Consular Reports state 
that British coal bakes lime better than 





| 


| 
| 


which it may be my fortune to make 
injustice 
I have felt the weight of the 
objections raised from Scotland and 
Northumberland, especially in the admir- 


'able speech of the hon. Member for 


Morpeth. I have felt very much also the 
views put before me by the deputation 
from the miners of England, and I have 
endeavoured to meet these objections as 
far as I reasonably could. I have pro- 
posed this tax not merely for the sake of 
one year, but because I believe it to be a 
just tax, and one which will do no harm 
to the industry to which it relates. It 
has been said that it is the beginning of 
protection. It is nothing of the kind. 
It is a tax which was reimposed and 
recommended by Sir Robert Peel and 
Mr. Gladstone, and I am content to- 
follow them in my financial proposals. 
*Mr. FENWICK said, although he 
intended to reserve what he wished to 
say for another stage of the Bill, he would 
just now say that the tax was unsound 
in principle and unfair in its incidence, 
and that the political methods and argu- 
ments that had been used in support of it 
were equally unsound. A more cowardly 
proposal had never been made in the 
House of Commons by any Government. 


| He would give his reasons for that state- 


French coal, and in half the time, so that | 


they must absolutely have this coal. 
Even when they paid 32s. a ton for it in 
1900, they imported 1,820,000 tons, as 
against 1,558,000 tons at £1 in 1889. 
This whole talk about our coal being 
kept out by this duty is absolutely 
ludicrous. There was only one class of 
coal which was in danger, and that | 
have provided for in the Amendment 
which I have proposed. When 


the 


matter was discussed my action was | 


gratefully acknowledged by Members on 
all sides of the House, although the 
right hon. Gentleman now taunts me 
with what I have done. 


Srr WILLIAM HARCOURT : 
done nothing of the kind. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
wish to pursue the subject, but I trust 
that after what J have said the Com- 


I have 


ment. There was not a single repre- 
sentative of His Majesty's Government— 
and he challenged contradiction—that 
represented a constituency whose inter- 
ests were affected by the tax. The 
miners, said the Colonial Secretary, 
ought to bear a fair share of war expendi- 
ture. The miners were prepared to bear 
a fair share. It was the unfair share 
put upon them against which they pro- 
tested. He would content himself with 
those observations until the report stage 
of the Bill was reached. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Falkirk Burghs) 
said he desired to acknowledge the 
manner in which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had endeavoured to meet the 


_ views of some districts, and he recognised 


that the education of the right hon. 


|Gentleman was proceeding apace. The 
I do not | tax was not a well-considered tax. The 


right hon. Gentleman had said that it 
had come to stay, but in face of the con-- 
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cessions of the right hon. Gentleman he | him, when you did not claim a hearing 
maintained that the tax ought to be an | for the hon. Member who was speaking 
.ad valorem tax. How could it be possible | on this side ? 

for the tax to be fair and just when | *Tue CHAIRMAN: 
Scotch coal was shipped f.o.b. at 9s. a | Member rises to a point of order—— 
ton, whereas Welsh coal was shipped at 

18s. or 19s.2 The right hon. Gentleman! Mr. JOHN REDMOND: He is in no 


had said that the foreigner would pay | better position than anyone else. 
the tax. He quite admitted that, as far’ «Typ CHAIRMAN: When the hon. 


as Welsh coal was concerned, he might, | ember himself rose to a point of order 
because it was an unique coal, and in = I at once called on him to speak. 
of the Finance Bill its price had actually | m ‘ 

‘ ~_| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: May I be 
perenne. Pa nepen Cuat when te Uae allowed to say that you, Sir, did not rise 


cellor of the Exchequer introduced his | ‘it: Rove te f 
next Budget he would appreciate the |#¢ @0Y time during the last quarter of an 


justice of substituting an ad valorem tax. | hour to ask the Committee to listen to 
‘ ., the hon. Gentleman who was in posses- 
*Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) | gion 2 
said that no opportunity had been given! ,, "_ Bat Soe 
to discuss ihe iiwabions in the scam, | “THE pens pe ye paage etter 
and the right hon. Gentleman had really | es at, a bu “% “ ensapoied suibe, 
put forward no serious argument in “an tees hte 5 nProminsag’ rap . 
favour of them, but had endeavoured to | 10" #¢ to obtain silence even tor mysell. 
shield himself behind the opinions ex-| *Sm M. HICKS BEACH: May I make 
pressed by Mr. Gladstone when he was a an appeal to the Committee ? The hon. 
protectionist and Sir Robert Peel. The Member for Merthyr is very much 
right hon. Gentleman claimed that he | opposed to me on this matter, but he has 
was in favour of free trade. He did not | a perfect right to express his opinions. 
know how the right hon. Gentleman |I think that if he will condense those 
would define free trade—[Interruption.] | opinions within a few minutes the Com- 


Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stow-| mittee will hear him, but the Committee 
market): On a point of order, Sir—| is evidently anxious to come to a decision. 


When an hon. 





[Renewed interruption. | 


*THoe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | 


| 
| 


| *Mr. D. A. THOMAS said he could not 


promise to condense his remarks, and 


rises toa point of order. Surely he ought | accordingly moved to report progress. 


to be heard. 


| Motion 


made, 


and Question put. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : | ‘“‘ That the Chairman do report Progress, 


On a point of order, I wish to ask you 


Sir, why an hon. Member who rises | Thomas.) 


on the other side of the House to a point | 


of order is to have you claim a hearing for | Noes, 212. 
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_and ask leave to sit again. ”"—(Mr. D. A. 
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Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
‘Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
‘Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, VC W (Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J.(Birm 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore. | 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb.Shepherd(Bolton) | 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles | 
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O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer, SirChas. M.(Durham) 


| Partington, Oswald 
| Paulton, James Mellor 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Priestley, Arthur 


Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Corapton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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| Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
' Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
| Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) | 


| Robson, William Snowdon 


Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
NOES. 


Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham | 


Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 


| Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
! Doxtord,SirWilliam Theodore 
| Duke, Henry Edward 

| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


| Fisher, William Hayes 


Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster,PhilipS(Warwick.SW. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 


| Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 


Gore, HnGRC.Ormsby-(Salop. 


| Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury 
| Greene,SirEW(B’rySEdm’nds 


Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| Groves, James Grimble 
| Guthrie, Walter Murray 


Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 


| Hamilton, Marq. of (L’nd’nde’ 


Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’d) 


| Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 


Higginbottom, S. W 


| Hope,JF. (Shetfield, Brightside 


Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh m 





Soares, Ernest J. ax=a 
Spencer, RtHnC. R. (Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath,North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. D. A. Thomas and Mr. 
Fenwick. 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 


-Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,Frederick,N.S 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, S) 
Lucas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool 
M‘Calmont,Col. J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Massey-Mainwaring,HnW.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst. ) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F, 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, RtHn. AGraham(Bute 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Peel, Hn. Wm.Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson | 


Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde{ Bethnal Green 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson,Rt.Hn.Col.EdwJ. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 


{COMMONS} 


Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks) 
Smith,Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stroyan, John | 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier | 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'd Univ 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


| Valentia, Viscount 


Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


| 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward | 
| 
| 
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Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts, 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


| Willox, Sir John Archibald 


Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, AStanley( Yorks, E.R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.(Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE NogEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 








Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
“ That 


Question again proposed: 


Clause 3, as amended, stand part of the | 
cussed on the coal duty. 


a me 

*Mr. D. A. THOMAS said he regretted 
he was unable to continue his remarks 
owing to the interruptions of hon. 
Members opposite, whom the Chairman 
was unable to keep under control. He 
believed that the coal tax was conceived 


in prejudice and brought forth in ignor- | 
He desired to assure the House | 
that his interest in the coal trade was | 


ance. 


very little. [An Hon. MempBer: Oh !] 
That was the first occasion on which 
he had heard an assurance of that kind 
repudiated by an hon. Member in the 
way that his statement had been re- 
pudiated; but, although he had little 
interest in the coal trade, he claimed 
to have a knowledge of the subject. He 
maintained that they were entitled to 
a reasonable time for the discussion of a 
proposal which for the first time in fifty 
years made an inroad on the policy of 
free trade. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man shielded himself behind Mr. Glad- 
stone and Sir Robert Peel he was shielding 
himself behind sentiments 
more than half a century ago. In the 
Treaty with France, which was made 
in 1860 by Mr. Gladstone, there was 
a clause which prohibited any export 
duty being placed on coal. He chal- 
lenged the right hon. Gentleman to 
quote any economic authority in favour 
of such an impost. But, doubtless, the 
right hon. Gentleman was unable to 
hear his remarks owing to the unruly 
and disorderly noise of hon. Members 
opposite. Money had been squandered 
on an unnecessary war which might | 
have been easily avoided. But though | 


Germany, 


expressed | 


| *THe CHAIRMAN: I do not think 


that the origin of the war can be dis- 


*Mr. D. A. THOMAS said, rightly or 
wrongly, money had been spent on 
the war, and must be found. He 
himself had voted for the tea and 
sugar duties because they were not 


‘an infringement of the fiscal policy of 


the country which had been so success- 
ful for fifty years. No one with any 
knowledge of the subject would say for 
a single moment that England had a 
monopoly of coal. Did hon. Members 
opposite know that the production of 


‘coal in the United States was far greater 


than the production of coal in England, 
and that the production of coal in 
France, Japan, and other 
countries had enormously increased ? 
How, therefore, could it be said that 
England had a monopoly of coal? 
Surely it stood to common sense that, it 
the English coal trade was losing in 
certain markets in competition with 
foreign coal, a 1s. export duty 
would make the position even worse. 
The right hon. Gentleman had made 
a concession on contracts up to the 
end of December. He would appeal to 
him, even at the eleventh hour, to make 
the concession up to the end of the 
financial year. There could be no 
difference whatever in principle, and, 
although contracts were generally made 
for the calendar year, they were very 
often extended. A great number of 
contracts had been made in the usual 
course of business before the 19th 
April without being covered, and 
therefore against the merchants; the 
price of coal had since gone up, 


he wished to see that war carried to a and, in addition, the right hon. Gentle- 


successful conclusion—— 


/man now imposed ls. additional tax. 
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Ile would continue to protest against 
be content to leave 
it to the verdict of time to decide whether 
ixchequer or 


the tax, and must 


the Chancellor of the 
or himself was right. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, Ji — s (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Manel’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
salfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj kK R(Christehureh) 
Banbury, Irederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, — 

Biewood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith- 
a "7 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, W ‘ili un Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

jatcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,lrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

—— Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Die +kson, Chas. Seott 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Doringtun, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. «4 William Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 


XCVI. 


VOL. 








27 JUNF 1901} 


Noes, 125. 


AYES. 

Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. 
Flower, Ernest 
Forster, Henry William 
Koster, PhilipS.(WarwickSW. 
Gallows vy, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. A G.H.(Cy.ofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.C. R.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D. Wednesbury 
Greene, SirEW( Bry SEdnv nds 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambhs 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Thomas Fre-erick 
Hambro, Charles Erie 
Hamilton, Rt HnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L va ndrry 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Harwood, Georze 

Haslain, Sir Alfred S$. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert 'T. 
Higginlottom, S. W. 

Hope, J. F.(S hettield Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, Jolin (Kent, Faversh. 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jessell, Capt. Herb. Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hn.Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. WV. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Win. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry -” 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. 

Long, Rt. Hn. Walter r ( sristel S 
Lueas, Col. Franeis( Lowestoft) 
Macartney, ttHnW.G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconoce ‘hie, A. 

M‘Arthur, C harles (I siverpool) 
M‘C ‘almont, Col. J.(Antrim, E.) 
MKillop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Sikcalen. lan 


Algernon 


Manners, Lord Cecil 


Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine) 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Le wis 


[FouRTH SERIEs.] G 





The Committee divided :—Ayes, 
(Division List No. 290.) 
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Question put. 


211; 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A( Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. (. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham( Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, HerbertPike(Drlingt'n 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Perey, Karl 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, dir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S$. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, Jas. Farquharson 
Ridley, HonM. W.(Stilybrdge 
Ridley, S. Forde( Bethn: ilGreen 
Rite hie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 


Ropner, Colonel Retert 
Round, James 
{ussell, ‘I’. W. 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. Col. E.J. 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Smith, HC(North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, RtHn..J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
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Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley (York,E.R.) | 
Wilson, John (Gla-gow) 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn E.R (Bath 


Adjournient of 


Abrahan, William(Cork, N.E. 
Allen ,CharlesP(Gloue. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herb. Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Jeaumont. Wentworth C. B. 
Roland, John 
Boyie, James 
Brige, John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Camptell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J 
Condon, Thomas Josep! 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutly, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Ellis, John Edward 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffreneh, Peter 
Field, William 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Haldane, Richard Burdor 


{COMMONS} 


Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyhie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George | 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 
Harcourt,Rt. Hon. Sir William 
Hardie,J. Keir( MerthyrTydvil 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennady, Patrick James 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wim. 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall 
M ‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo,. North) 
Mansilield, Horace Rendall’ 
Mooney, John J. 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
( ’ Brien, Kendal(Tipper ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
(Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
0O’Connor,James(Wick low, W 
O'Doherty, William 
©’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


TELLERS FOR THE 
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AYEs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


the House. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Pairick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
tedmond, William (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
fobson, William Snowdon 
Samuel,S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. HnCR( Northants. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,Abel(Carmarthen,E.) 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
ThomasJ A(Glamorgan,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(Monaglh’n,N 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clack mannan 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. D. A. Thomas and Mr. 
Fenwiek. 


Motion made, and Question, “ That| of the Bill were to be aceepted and 


the Chairman do report 


ask leave to sit again” —(Mr. Chancellor | 


Progress, and | considered. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said, although 





of the Exchequer)---put, and agreed to. 


Committee report Jl’rogress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [Lords]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said that the Bill was not before the 
Committee. 


*Tnk CHAIRMAN said that it would 


save the time of the House if a copy 





he was quite willing that the Bill should 
pass, it was really a little too much to 
ask the Committee to pass a Bill which 
had not even been printed, and the 
Amendments to whieh did not appear 
on the Paper. He moved to report 
progress. 

Motion made, and Question, “ That 
the Chairman do report Progress and 
ask leave to. sit again”—(Mr. John 
Redmond)—put, and agreed to. 

Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Two of the clock. 
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TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 


Moved, that a Select Committee be 
appointed to inspect the Journals of this 
House upon former trials of Peers in| 
criminal cases, and to consider of the 
proper methods of procedure, in order to | 
bring Earl Russell to a speedy trial, and | 
to report to the House what they shall | 
think proper thereupon (The Lord Chan- | 
cellor) ; agreed to. The Lords following | 
were named of the Committee, viz.— | 


L. Chancellor. | 
L. Privy Seal (M. Salisbury). 
I. Cholmondeley. | 
i. Waldegrave. | 
i. Spencer. | 
. Morley. 

. Ribblesdale. 

. Macnaghten. 

. Morris. | 
. Davey. | 
. James. 

. Brampton. 
. Robertson. 


| 


i 


—- 
4 7B S| 


. Alverstone. 
The Committee to meet this day at | 


half-past Three o'clock. 


House adjourned during pleasure. | 
| 
House resumed. 


Leave given to the Select Committee | 
to report from time to time. First Re- 
port made, and to be printed, and to be | 
considered on Monday next. (No. 143.) 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
has laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 


Rhyl Improvement. 
Paisley Police and Public Health. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- 
FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 


Xeported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 
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GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


Business, 


FINCHLEY AND HENDON TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.]. 
NOW 
HENDON TRAMWAYS BILL [1.1.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


DORKING GAS BILL. 
Reported without amendment. 


| TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


(No. 4) BILL [H.L. ]. 
FOLKESTONE CORPORATION ORDER. 
The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition 
to the Order was withdrawn. 


BURTON-UPON-TRENT CORPORATION 
BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn ; the Orders made 
on the 14th instant and on Monday 
last discharged, and Bill committed. 


NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC LIGHTING 

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Billwas withdrawn. The Order made 


'on Tuesday last discharged; and Bill 


committed for Monday next. 
KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. 


Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


SUTTON-IN-ASHFIELD URBAN  DIS- 
TRICT (WATER) BILL [H.1.]. 
Commons’ Amendment considered and 
agreed to. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND 
ELECTRICITY BOARD BILL. 


STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCES- 
TER, AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, 
EAST AND WEST JUNCTION, AND 
EVESHAM, REDDITCH, AND STRAT- 
FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY COMPANIES BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


H 
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CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL [H.L.]. 


NEW SWINDON GAS BILL [H.1.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, - 


with Amendments. The said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


DUBLIN ST. JAMES’ GATE BREWERY 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


ELECTRIC SUPPLY 


4ha. 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND 
MALTBY RAILWAY BILL. 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY AND 
DOCK BILL. 


GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 

BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 

WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

MOND GAS BILL. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) 
BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. :— 


M. Winchester, 

E. Craven, 

L. Hatherton (chairman), 
L. Ardilaun, 

L. St. Oswald ; 


agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
Thursday next, at Eleven o’clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to be 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Bills. 


METROPOLITAN 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING 
OF THE WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 


{LORDS} 


Reports, &e. 290 


|ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3% on Tuesday next, 


EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [H.L.]. 

Read 3% (according to Order), and 
| passed, and sent to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 

House in Committee *(according to 
Order); Amendments made; Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
, next. 
| INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

_ House in Committee (according to 

Order) ; Bills reported without amend- 

ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 

and Bills to be read 3° on Monday next. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


(COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL. 
DUBLIN (EQUALISATION OF RATES) 
BILL. 
METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(AMENDMENT OF ACTS) BILL. 
NORTH BRITISH RAILWAY BILL. 


LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
r RAILWAY BILL. 


METROPOLITAN RAILWAY BILL. 
SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS, BILL. 


LONDON AND INDIA DOCKS (NEW 
WORKS). 

Report from the Committee of 

Selection, That the Lord Napier be 


proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills 
in the place of the Lord Ardilaun ; read, 
and agreed to. 


VETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF | 


THE WORKING 
BILL. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order); Bills reported without amend- 


CLASSES) (No. 2) | 


| TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


No. 2640. Denmark. 
| No. 2641. Turkey (Smyrna). 
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JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND sel | 
WALES). 


Part I. Criminal Statistics : Statistics | 
relating to criminal proceedings, police, 
coroners, prisons, reformatory and in- 
dustrial schools, and criminal lunatics, for 
the year 1899. 


SOUTH AFRICA 
Correspondence, etc., between the 
Commander-in-Chief in South Africa and 
the Boer Commanders, so far as it affects 
the destruction of property. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Report on the administration of schools 
under the Welsh Intermediate Education 
Act, 1889. 


ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 
Thirty-seventh annual report on alkali, 
ete., works, by the Chief Inspector ; pro- 
ceedings during the year 1900 ; presented 
to the Local Government Board and to the 
Secretary for Scotland. 


ALKALI, 


FINANCE ACCOUNTS. 
Finance accounts of the United King- 
dom, for the year ended 31st March, 
1900. 


CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 

List of all pensions granted during the 
year ended 20th June, 1901, under the 
Act lst Victoria, chap. 2, charged upon 
the Civil List. 

WOODS, FOREST, AND LAND 
REVENUE. 
Seventy-ninth Report of the Commis- 


sioners of Woods, Forest, and Land 
Revenues, for the year 1900-1901. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 





SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL [#.1.]. | 

Petition in favour of; of the Tun- | 
bridge Wells, Tonbridge and District | 
Chambers of Commerce; read, and | 


ordered to lie on the Table. 
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those damaging criticisms 
/no answer at 


|after the return 


to 
oO 
bo 


Organisation. 
ARMY REORGANISATION. 
[Seconp Day’s Depate.] 


Debate on the motion of the Duke of 
Bedford to resolve that, in the opinion of 
this House, the terms now offered to 
recruits are not sufficient to fulfil the 
requirements involved in the proposals 
for the reorganisation of the Military 
Forces ; resumed according to order. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, in 
venturing to take part in this debate I 
do not for a moment pretend to be an 
authority on Army reorganisation, and I 
shall confine my remarks almost entirely 
to the subject of recruiting. But I should 
like, with your Lordships’ permission, to 
say a few words with regard to the general 
situation. What is the general situation ? 
The noble Duke has made a smashing 
speech against the Government proposals 
for the reorganisation of the Army, and 
he has brought against them what I 
think is a very damaging indictment 
both as to matters of detail and matters 
of principle. The noble Duke does not 
speak for himself alone. He speaks after 
consultation with the Service Members, 
or some of them at all events, of your 
Lordships’ House, and, to some extent, he 
is the mouthpiece of those Service Mem- 
bers. What was the official answer of 
the Under Secretary of State for War to 
: He gave 
all worth mentioning. 
What he did was, he turned tail and ran 
away. He did not deny the inferences 
and arguments of the noble Duke, or 
only to a small extent. What he did was 
to deprecate criticism, for this astonishing 
reason, that the Army reorganisation 
scheme was produced under pressure. 
It was a little more than two months 
of the noble Earl 
the Commander-in-Chief from South 
Africa that this pretentious scheme 


of Army reorganisation was launched in 
| the House of Commons by the Secretary 


of State for War. It is not for me to 
say whether those two months were or 
were not enough for the elaboration of 
such a scheme, but, if they were not 
enough, why did not the Secretary of 
State come down and ask for more time ? 
| Surely the Under Secretary of State 
‘entirely misunderstands the duty of His 
| Majesty's Government. It is the duty 


H 2 
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of the Government not to bring forward | 
a great scheme of this kind until they | 
have elaborated it to the best of their | 
ability. It is against the public interest, | 
and shows laxity and almost folly on the | 
part of the Government, if the Under 
Secretary's excuse is true, and they | 
produced what I may call a makeshift 
scheme that ought not to be subject to 
very severe criticism. 

It is the duty of the Government to | 
bring forward the best possible scheme, 
or none at all. After having given that 
extraordinary reason why this Army 
reorganisation scheme should not be 
criticised, the noble Lord went on to say 
that the House ought to have confidence 
in His Majesty’s Government. I think, 
my Lords, that it would have been more 
to the purpose if the noble Lord had 
given reasons to justify his statement 
that we ought to have confidence in His 
Majesty’s Government. It seems extra- 
ordinary, after the noble Duke had shown 
that, in his opinion, and in the opinion, I 
suppose, of most of the Service Members 
of this House, the Government in regard 
to this scheme had done almost every- 
thing that they ought not to have done, 
and had left undone everything they 
ought to have done, that the Under 
Secretary, without answering those criti- 
cisms, should ask the House to have 
confidence in His Majesty’s Government. 
While I agree entirely with the noble 
Duke in everything he said with regard 
to the neglect of the Militia both on the 
part of the public and, so far as I am 
able to judge, on the part of the autho- | 
rities, I must say I cannot agree with him 
in the criticisms which he offered with | 
regard to the Volunteers. I think it is | 
most unfortunate that the public should , 
have paid so little regard to the Militia, 
but I cannot think that they showed any 
undue enthusiasm over the sufferings 
and performances of the Volunteers in 
the South African War. I 


1 now come to 
the question of recruiting. The Govern- 
ment had apparently no proposals worth 
much to offer with regard to recruit- 
ing. What they say comes to this: 
“Our proposals contain all we can 
lay before Parliament. We do not 
see our way to offer any turther 
inducements for recruiting, and we hope 
and trust everything will come right.” 
In view of the facts, this attitude will not 


Lord Monkswell. 
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do. The noble Duke has alluded to the 
last recruiting returns, and has shown 
how extremely improbable it is on the 
facts disclosed in those returns that the 
Government reorganisation scheme in 
the matter of recruiting can be carried 
through. The Secretary of State for 


_ War in his place in the House of Commons 


recently asserted that the effect of his 
scheme would be that he would want 
45,000 recruits a year for the Army, 
whereas before the war the average num- 
ber was 35,000, a confession that there 
will probably be a shortage of something 
like 10,000 recruits. ; 

I have been favoured with a pamphlet 
—a historical pamphlet—with regard to 
the War Office, from a writer known as 
 Constitutionalist,” and who, I believe, 
was formerly a great authority at the 
War Office. In this pamphlet ‘“ Con- 
stitutionalist ” asserts that the Secretary 
of State for War is, to use the writer's 
own language, laagered round entirely 
by military influence at the War Office. 


-It is, no doubt, not unusual to have a 


Parliamentary Under Secretary an officer, 
but now we have not only a Parliamen- 
tary Under Secretary an officer, but the 
permanent Under Secretary is one, and, 
still more remarkable, the Financial 
Secretary is an officer. I think it is a 
matter of common knowledge that the 
views of the military officials with regard 
to the great question of compulsion differ 
widely from those of the general public, 
who have a horror of anything in the 
nature of compulsion in regard to 
recruiting. I doubt very much whether 
the military officials have by any means 
the same dread of it. Voluntary recruit- 
ing must always be a source of great 
anxiety to those who are responsible for 
the upkeep of the Army, because it 
naturally fluctuates, and I do not know 
that the military officials are particularly 
anxious that the system of voluntary 
recruiting should prove a success. The 
Under Secretary of State is certainly 
one of the laagerers referred to in this 
pamphlet. Not long ago he made an 
allusion, in a speech, to the subject of 
compulsion, and he said he could not for 
the life of him see why the public had 
such a horror of compulsion in the 
matter of recruiting. The remarks made 
by the noble Lord were taken up by the 
press, and I saw next morning placarded 
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all over London, “ Conseription—Official | 
Statement.” I cannot doubt that some, | 
at all events, of the War Office officials | 
have compulsion in view. I am glad to | 
think that the noble Duke is perfectly | 
sound on this matter. He said in his | 
speech that we can get more men than | 
we want for home defence, and that com- 
pulsion for service abroad was impossible. 
I devoutly hope that everybody will echo 
that sentiment. The noble Duke referred 
to the noble Marquess at the head of the 
Government as agreeing with him in 
this matter. I should be more at ease 
with regard to conscription if I thought 
that the noble Marquess was always in 
close touch with the War Office. But 
we had an incident last year in which 
it was proved that the noble Marquess 
knew very little indeed of very im- 
portant matters that were going on—I 
allude to the knowledge possessed by the 
Intelligence Department of the War 
Office of how ammunition and guns were 
being taken into Pretoria. 

The Secretary of State for War has 
stated, not obscurely, that he thinks 
compulsion for home service may have 
to be adopted. I do not know whether 
he means the Militia ballot. The noble 
Duke correctly pointed out that when 
a hundred years ago we had the Militia 
ballot in force we had also the press-gang 
in force, and, if we appeal to precedents, 
there is just as much precedent for 
reviving the press-gang as there is for 
reviving the Militia ballot. I am glad to 
find that the noble Marquess the Prime 
Minister, on February 15th last year, 
put his foot down strongly with regard 
to compulsion. His words were— 


“A voluntary Army is the will of the 
people, and it is not to be disputed.” 


Again, five days later, when the question 
of the Militia ballot came forward, the 
noble Marquess used these words— 


“Even if such a comparatively moderate 
measure of compulsion as the Militia ballot was 
adopted, the adoption of such a measure would 
carry excitement, possibly consternation, into 
every house and every cottage throughout the 
country.” 


With regard to the Militia ballot, I do 
not believe that any Government will 
propose it, and for this reason, that it 
will not be worth their while. If they 
want to get recruits for the Militia they 
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can always get them by increasing the 
pay, without any great strain on the 
resources of the Exchequer, and, for a 
small sum, no Government would wish 
to incur the responsibility of setting up 
As to con- 
scription for home service or service 
abroad, I have already expressed the 
opinion that such a distinction cannot 
be upheld, and that it is sure to fail on 
the first emergency ; for if you want 
trained soldiers to go abroad, whether 
voluntary or conscript, they will have to 
go abroad either by Act of Parliament 
or public opinion. I have also stated 
that there is no half-way house in con- 
scription. These observations of mine 
attracted the attention of the provincial 
Service paper, the Broad Arrow, which 
stated that it would hardly do to dismiss 
the question of conscription as a“ bogey ” 
raised to alarm the timid, but that it was 
worth while considering as a practical 
possibility. Here we have a Service 
paper saying that it is not a “ bogey ” to 
talk of conscription for service abroad. 
With regard to the half-way house, I 
have the noble Marquess the Prime 
Minister on my side, for he has stated— 
“If you introduce this question of the ballot 
it cannot remain at the ballot; it must be 


conscription. You will not stop short of that 
result if you once enter upon that course.”’ 


The question of conscription, at all 
events conscription for service abroad, 
is not a matter that concerns the War 
Office. It is a deep matter of policy 
that concerns the Cabinet, and I have 
a right to ask the noble Marquess the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
as a member of the Cabinet, whether 
or not he agrees with the noble Duke 
who opened this debate, that conscription 
for foreign service is impossible. The 
noble Duke made certain proposals in 
his speech. He said that a great many 
of the stoppages from the soldier’s pay 
ought to be put an end to, and that 
the allowances should be more ample. 
That is only a matter of the merest justice, 
and there is no doubt this sense of in- 
justice has a good deal to do with the 
unpopularity of the Army, because, 
unfortunately, the soldier has taken it 
into his head that the authorities con- 
sider themselves perfectly justified in 
telling him, not the truth, but what 
they think it is in the interests of the 
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service to tell him. 
instance, that he will have 1s. a day, 


when it is well known that he will only | 


have 8d. So far has this distrust of 
official statement gone, that the other 
day, when I was at the Duke of York's 
school, the authorities told me that it 
was absolutely useless for them to make 
any suggestions at all to the boys with 
regard to the particular regiment or the 
particular service they should enter, 
because every boy in that school had 
the fixed and unalterable idea that the 
advice they give was not advice given 


for his benefit but for their benefit, and | 


that every official of the school got a 
pecuniary reward for giving the advice. 
The boys are the sons of veterans, and 
this is what they must have heard from 
their fathers. I think it is a shocking 
thing that little boys of ten and eleven 
years of age should be brought up to 
disbelieve to that extent what the autho- 
rities say. 

With regard to pay, I agree to a great 
extent with what my noble and gallant 
friend Lord Frankfort de Montmorency 
said on that point. I believe that if 
you do away with stoppages, and give 
reasonable allowances—if the soldier 
gets a full 1s. a day it would be a very 
fair wage for unskilled labour. If you 
want to tap the ranks of skilled labour 
it is no use increasing the pay by 6d., 
Is., or ls. 6d., a day ; you will have to 
increase it at least 2s. 6d. a day. I do 
not think that it is the small pay that 
makes the Army unpopular, I believe 
it is the conditions of the service. There 
was nothing with which I more cordially 
agreed in the speech of the noble Duke 
than his statement that the War Office 
must be taught to consult the con- 
venience and the welfare of the private 
soldier and not their own convenience. 
I have often expressed the belief that 
the principal reason why the Army is 
unpopular is that it spoils nearly every 
soldier for industrial pursuits when he 
leaves the Army. A noble Lord says 
“No,” but I take the evidence of em- 
ployers on that point, and I find there 
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seems to me that his argument with 
regard to “ specials’ went a great deal 
too far. He said that “ specials” were 
just as good as any other recruits. 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Ractan): 
What I did say, if I recollect rightly, 
was that in a certain number of months 
there was no practical means of dis- 
tinguishing a “ special ” from an ordinary 
recruit. 


LorpD MONKSWELL: Well, if in a 
couple of months “specials ”’ are just 
as good as ordinary recruits, why have 
any fixed measurement at all? Again, 
there was the observation of the noble 
He made 
a comparison, which appeared to me 
to be absolutely worthless, between the 
police and the Army. He said the 
wastage amongst the police was not 
much lower than in the Army. But 
the conditions are altogether different. 
The soldier cannot get out of his bargain 
unless he deserts, but the policeman 
can leave the force to better himself, and 
he is doing so; hundreds of them are 
coming under the London County 
Council. There is one very dismal con- 
tingency to contemplate, in which it is 
possible that the Government may get 
their full number of recruits, and it is 
this—if trade should, unfortunately, 
become so bad and labour so scarce 
that the only alternative before the 
workman should be the barracks or the 
workhouse. It is very possible that in 
that case he would prefer the barracks, 
but I hope that is not a contingency 
which the Government have in their 
minds. It does appear to me that the 
proposals of the Government with regard 
to recruiting are hopelessly inadequate, 
and, for my part, although I do not 
think that the noble Duke's proposals 
go to the root of the matter, I believe 
they would do some good, and I heartily 
support his motion. 


ViscounT HAMPDEN: My Lords, 


is a general indisposition to take men|the noble Lord who has resumed this 
who have been in the Army for any! debate endeavoured, as far as I under- 


© 


fairly remunerative employment. 


If I | stand, to fix upon the Government the 


were captious, there are several other | intention to adopt conscription, but I do 
matters in the speech of the Under | not think that is a fair inference to draw 


Secretary to which I might allude. It | 


Lord Monkswell. 


from the language used by Ministers 
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As I understand, Ministers have said 
that if the recruits fail they will have | 
to adopt further measures. That is a 
matter of course, but I do not believe | 
that this Ministry, or any Ministry at any | 
future time, will adopt conscription on 
the Continental method, because that | 
would not give us the men we want but 
the men we do not want. It the recruits | 
fail and the forces of the country are not 
as large as the necessities of the case 
demand, then I suppose the Government 
will have to consider whether they will 
not be obliged to withdraw the Militia 
force from competition with the Regular 
Army. That, at any rate, would be a 
constitutional method. The time has 
not yet come, and I hope it never will 
come, for conscription. I think it will 
be convenient if I now ask my noble 
friend the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs the question which stands in my 
name on the Paper for a later date— 
namely, whether a certain official memo- 
randum defining the requirements of the 
country, to which the noble Marquess 
referred in a speech in 1897, can be laid 
on the Table. I think it would be very 
inconvenient if there were two debates 
upon this subject within a short period 
of time, and therefore with the approval 
of the noble Marquess I propose to put 
my question to him to-day. I think your 
Lordships, who heard the speech of the 
noble Duke who opened this debate, 
will agree with me when I say that he 
made many valuable proposals with 
regard to matters of detail. Certainly 
the way in which the noble Duke put 
his case made stoppages appear a very 
serious charge upon the pay of the 


soldier, but we have to remember that | 
what remains to the soldier—the balance | 


—is pure pocket money, and, further, 


that the Army is a very well-fed Army. | 
I believe that the meals of the soldier, | 


coupled with other refreshments that he 
gets out of the profits of the canteen— 
and it must be remembered that all the 
profits of the canteen go to the benefit 
of the soldier—would be considered by | 
the ordinary agricultural population of | 
the country as a continuous and almost 
sumptuous feast. It is easy to criticise 
and to pull to pieces our voluntary and | 
short service system—it is naturally a 
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sentiments and occupations of the people ; 
but it is a very difficult thing indeed to 
propose an alternative scheme, as [ think 
the noble Duke will find if the noble 
Marquess cares to criticise the noble 
Duke’s alternative proposals. 

I understood the noble Duke to say 
that we had no Reserves behind our 
fighting line. I have always supposed 
that the theory of our short service 
system was that in any serious war we 
should be dependent upon the Reserves, 
and therefore, of course, in that case we 
must always expect to call upon them. 
If the noble Duke wishes to have a large 
force kept up to full war strength, that 
means an entire alteration of our whole 
system, and an enormous and _ burden- 
some charge on the Army Estimates. 
Again, the noble Duke suggested that 
there was no provision made by the 
Government for what is called an ever- 
ready force. I cannot agree with that, 
because I understand that in 1897 the 
Government did make provision for that 
within the limits of this system; that 
is to to say, they made a fresh contract 
with 8,000 or 10,000 Reservists, and if 
the Government hold the units of a 
division at Aldershot they can strengthen 
the battalions at once by calling on these 
Reserves. What astonishes me is that 
in all these Army debates hardly anything 
is heard of the cost of the Army. One 
noble Lord after another will get up and 
ask the Government for this, and the 
other, thinking, as it were, that the purse 
of the country is quite full, and that the 
taxpayer does not feel the pinch of taxa- 
tion. Although I feel interested in the 
details of this administration [ am more 
interested in seeing whether, by any 
possibility, there can be a limit placed 
to this Army expenditure. That is the 
reason, my Lords, why I have put this 
question to the noble Marquess. I have 
thought that it would be a satisfactory 
thing if it could be once for all stated 
on authority what the military require- 
ments of the country are. The Secretary 
of State for War puts those requirements 
at six army corps. I think he might 
just as well have called them ten army 
corps or eight army corps; it will come 
to the same thing, because he is not going 
to get the men. To my mind it would 
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system of shifts and compromises adapted | have been much better if he had endea- 
to the conditions of this country and the| youred to perfect the machine he has 
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than to extend largely the auxiliary | have had a long correspondence in the 
forces. The Secretary of State seems| papers lately, and we have had ex- 
to me to have acted on two hypotheses—| perience of varied kinds. We have the 
one, that it is necessary to protect this | opinions of the extreme naval theorists, 
country against armed invasion from | which can be described as very sensible, 
the sea, and the other, taking South | and then we have the opinions of those 
Africa as his guide, that the country| who advocate conscription, which can 
must be put into a position to meet| be described by an exactly opposite 
another venture of the same kind. What | epithet ; and the other day we had the 
I say to this, and what I think your} pamphlet written by an ex-civil servant 
Lordships will also say, is, ““ May God | of the Crown, who told us that instead of 
forbid ! ”’ £30,000,000 we should not get to the 
limits of safety until we were paying 
£40,000,000 for our Army. 

All this is sufficiently alarming, and 
in the circumstances [| think we are 
entitled to expect some guidance from 
the Government. We know what the 


I do not know what the noble Marquess 
will say with regard to laying this memo- 
randum on the Table, but, at any rate, 
the noble Marquess’s speech stands on 
record, and that speech was peculiarly 
precise and definite. In it he stated that Bs, : 
the military requirements of the country | Opinions of the Government were in 
had been laid down for a long time, 1897. We have those opinions stated 
though they had not been made public, not only by the noble Marquess the 
and that they had been adopted by suc-| Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
cessive Governments. Therefore, per-| but also in a weighty speech by the 
haps, I may be pardoned for thinking | Lord President of the Council. I wish 
that if this memorandum could only see| t© know what has happened since 1897 
the light it would carry more weight in} With respect to home defence to justify 
the country and in Parliament than the| the proposed _ large expenditure ot 
novel, and, as I think, wholly unneces- | £3,000,000 upon the Auxiliary forces 
sary proposals of the Secretary of State| Of the country. I could have under- 
for large additions to the auxiliary force. | Stood it if the Secretary of State had 
My object is to obtain information. [| come down to Parliament and said— 
think the country wants enlightenment | “have a large army in South Africa. The 
upon this matter, which is of great and of | war is lasting longer than was expected, and 
paramount public: importance. The ex- | therefore the forces at home are depleted, and 
penditure of the country is rising at a/| I must ask Parliament for further men solely 


F : as a temporary measure, and I will charge 
truly alarming rate. I do not allude | those expenses as war expenses.” 


to the expenditure in South Africa, | ; ; 
because that can be described as ab-| If he had said that I could have under- 


normal—we have been forced into that | Stood it, but he said nothing of the kind. 
war and must go through with it—but | He has made his proposals on a perma- 
to normal expenditure. When I had| nent basis. One is almost inclined to 
the honour of serving in the War Office; make the very trite remark that we 
with my noble friend the President of | are still living in an island, that we are 
the Council our Estimates were then, | still girdled by the sea, and that we are 
I think, about £16,000,000. The Esti-| protected by a powerful fleet. In my 
mates of the present day are £29,000,000. | opinion the country has never in her 
We are told that the limits of taxation | long history been less exposed to the 
have almost been reached, that the trade | risk of invasion than she is now. | 
of the country is slackening, and the|am, therefore, astonished at the policy 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the other | of enormously increasing the Auxiliary 
day delivered a homily on the necessity | forces of the country, which can only be 
of thrift and economy, and I thought at | used for home defence. When we hear 
the time that there was internal evidence | a Minister of the Crown say that in 
that the speech was made for the patient | considering the military proposals of 
consideration of his colleague the Secre-| this country we are not to consider at 
tary of State for War. There are, [| all the position and power of the Navy, 
know, many differing opinions on the| then I think it is time to enter a very 
question of military expenditure. . We | respectful protest. If it has not. been 


Viscount Hampden. 
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the fear of invasion which has induced 
the Government to propose these enor- 
mous Army Estimates, has it been the 
ease of South Africa? There is evidence 
to show that that is so. But surely the 
war in South Africa must be considered 
an abnormal war. We are never likely 
to have such a war again. Yet the 
Secretary of State for War seems to be 
saturated with the idea that because 
our irregular troops have done so well 
in South Africa, and because the Boers, 
who are irregular troops, have proved 
themselves such stubborn foes, therefore 
irregular troops must do well in any war. 

I am sure the noble and gallant 
Viscount, who, I understand, is to take 
part in this debate, will agree with me 
when I say that the military opinion of 
the country is that in any war between 
civilised nations in the future success 
will lie with disciplined forces. No one 
has a greater admiration than I have 
for the Volunteer movement, but I 
think it is a pity that it does not 
adhere to the purpose of its original 
designation. The consequence of its 
not doing so is this, that Volunteers are 
not now solely recruited from the com- 
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| ployed within the limits of the Empire. 


The difficulties may be insuperable, but 
I hope the noble Marquess will be able 
to tell us that there are communications 
passing between His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and the Federal Government 
of Australia on this matter. There was 
a suggestion made a few weeks ago by 
Colonel Bingham, who served in the 
Victorian Forces, which might, I think, 
be carried out. He said the Govern- 
ment, if they would pay so much a head, 
would have the option of purchase of 
thousands of horses which would have 
been trained to military work by the 
Australians and enured to their climate. 
I think that suggestion is worth the 
consideration of the Government. 

I now come back to the question which 
I have put to the noble Marquess— 
namely, what has happened since 1897 
to make a large addition to the Auxiliary 
forces necessary ? Will the noble Mar- 


| quess say—can he say ?—that the military 


mercial and industrial classes ; they are 


recruited from the same classes from 
which the Regular Army is recruited, 
so that this state of chaos has been 
brought about—the regular Army, the 
Militia, and the Volunteers are com- 
peting in the same field for recruits. 
The country in this matter is like a man 


who, wanting a particular article, sends | 


his agents in to bid for it one against 
the other. The Secretary of State in 
making his proposals said—‘‘ I put my 
money on the Yeomanry.” I 
say that he had better put it on the 
mounted infantry. I should like to 
allude to the action of Australia. 
not mean to refer to the magnificent ser- 
vices and sacrifices which Australia has 
made in this war. I was greatly sur- 
prised at the extent of those sacrifices, 
which must have been a strain, not upon 
the loyalty, but upon the capacity of 
the Australian people, and [ am sure 
those sacrifices will live long in the 


would | 


I do} 


‘authorities of the Crown have advised 


the Government that they want these 
115,000 men for the defence of this 
country from invasion? Will he not 
be obliged to say that the military 
authorities have time out of time urged 
that the Government should _pertect 
the machine they have got, and make 
their Regular Army an active mobile 
striking force? I believe the proposed 
additions to the Auxiliary forces are mis- 
chievous, because they are not wanted. 
The country needs every penny of its 
money for strengthening the first line 
of defence, the Navy, and for the better 
organisation, equipment, and _ tactical 
training of the Regular forces. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANsDOWNE): My Lords, the two noble 
Lords who have addressed the House 
this evening challenged me upon two 
specific points with which I had better 
deal at once. The noble Lord on the 
front bench opposite, reading apparently 
between the lines of speeches delivered 
by the Secretary of State for War, and 


| finding in those speeches some suggestion 


hearts and memory of the British | 


people. What I wish to refer to is the 


possible co-operation between the great | 
self-governing colonies and the British | 


Government in maintaining a force of tariam : 
mounted infantry which may be em-! for foreign service. I am able to answer 


of a possible resort to compulsory service, 
asked me whether I was able to assure 
him, on behalf of His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, that we were not likely to ask 
Parliament to consent to conscription 
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that question. I say we certainly do not } 
contemplate compulsion for service be- | 
yond the seas as a possible solution of | 
our recruiting difficulties. Then the 
nobleLord below the gangway, in a speech 
to which we all listened with great 
interest, was good enough to refer to | 
one delivered by me four years ago 
at Edinburgh, in which I made ‘a state- 
ment containing an enumeration of 
what I described as the military require- 
ments of this country. My statement 
was to this effect—that those require- 
ments had long since been authorita- 
tively laid down, though the definition 
of them might not have been made public, 
that we require, in the first place, a 
sufficient garrison for the defence of 
these islands, that the military authori- 
ties had advised that three army corps 
should be available to cover the ground 
which, were any invasion to take place, 
would be the probable scene of it ; next 
that we should be able to mobilise a 
force of two army corps for offensive 
purposes outside the British Islands ; 
thirdly, that we should be able without a 
general mobilisation to despatch at short 
notice small bodies of men for the purpose 
of dealing with minor emergencies ; 
and, lastly, that the Army should be 
sufficient to provide the Indian and} 
colonial garrisons punctually with their 
annual drafts. The paper to which 
I referred was certainly a confidential 
document ; but I have no sort of ob- 
jection to lay it on the Table of the House | 
if the noble Lord desires it. It will be | 
found to agree very closely with what 
I have just stated to your Lordships. 

The noble Lord went on to ask what 
had happened since those requirements 
were laid down to lead us to resort to the 
six army corps system which has been | 
recommended to Parliament by the Secre- | 
tary of State for War. I confess I should, | 
have thought that if one thing was more 
plainly indicated for us by the experience 
of the last two years than another it was 
that it was necessary that we should, | 
when we had sent out of this country 
the greater -part of our regular troops, 
have behind them an organised body | 
of soldiers to take their place for the 
defence of this country. I certainly | 
have not forgotten the events of 1900, | 
and I hope your Lordships will not | 
object to my recalling them 


The Marquess of Lansdowne 
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cause I think they are not quite 
sufficiently borne in mind. As I shave 
told the House, we never contem- 


plated sending out of this country more 
army corps, and most of 
us would probably have said, if we had 


| been asked, that we did not contemplate 


that the whole of those two army corps 
should leave the country at the very 
outset of a campaign. But what hap- 
pened? At the very outset of the South 
African War we found it necessary to 
send out the whole of the three army 
corps upon which we had counted, and 
the military authorities were in this 
position, that they had, out of the troops 


| which remained at home, to improvise 


a field force for the defence of these 
islands. I well recollect coming down 


|to this House and laying before your 


Lordships our plan for making use of 
those troops. The noble Duke described 
the whole of the troops that we had at 
“rubbish.” That was 
a very incorrect description, and as [| 
took upon myself to interrupt the noble 
Duke the other night I think it due to 
him to quote exactly the words which 
I used upon the occasion to which he 
refers. On February 12 I said— 

* If I may run briefly through what I may 
deseribe as our military assets, | may state that 
of regular troops serving with the colours—the 


) remaining battalions of infantry, the men at 


the depdts, the soldiers who are left behind by 
the line battalions as being of not sufficient 
age or service to go out, the remaining regiments 
of cavalry, the remaining horse and _ field 
artillery—of these we have 98,000 men at home 
altogether. In addition, we have about 
12,000 men of the reserve, of whom we have 
not yet made use. This gives us in all 110,000 
regular soldiers at home at this moment.” 


I further explained the matter in the 


month of May, when I used these words— 


“The noble Duke reminded me of a speech 
which I delivered at the beginning of the 
session, in which I told the House that we had 
about 100,000 regular soldiers left in this 
country, and he said, ‘ Why is it, if you have 
so many regulars at home, that you are obliged 


| to fall back onthe Militia and to send out Militia 


battalions to South Africa?’ I think the 
answer is obvious, and that from the tenour of 
the noble Duke’s remarks he knows what the 
These men—they now number, not 
100,000 but 92,000—are, of course, in no sense 
a field army. They include a large number of 
young soldiers, men who have not yet reached 
the age of twenty, and who are therefore not 
fit to send out of the country on foreign service. 
Besides that, it is this body of Regular soldiers 


be- | who are the reservoir from which we have to 
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draw the drafts in order to keep the Line | offered to Parliament an_ effectual 
_— ag cane a ae ees | means of obviating that evil of which I, 
35,000 men as drafts.” for one, fully admit the magnitude. The 
noble Duke told us that he would get 
Ihave troubled your Lordships with that | over the difficulty by converting the 
somewhat long quotation because I} Militia into a field army and giving it for 
think it due to myself to show that I did | its cavalry the Imperial Yeomanry. The 
not represent the large numbers of | proposition struck me as a singularly 
regular soldiers then in the country as| vague one, and I confess I am not able 
being all of them boys unfit to serve out of | to see wherein it is an improvement upon 
the country. If we are to look forward, | Mr. Brodrick’s army corps organisation. 
as | suppose we must, to having on some |I do not know where this field force of 
future occasion to send out of this country | Militia is, | do not know what its strength 
a force as large as that which we have| or organisation would be, or how the 
despatched from these shores lately, | noble Duke proposes to provide for it a 
is it unreasonable that we should organise | staff, or how it is to be got together in 
the troops which remain, the regulars and | time of war. Until I receive further 
the auxiliary forces, and that we should | explanation upon those points I prefer 
should give them the kind of organisation | to pin my faith on Mr. Brodrick’s army 
which the Secretary of State for War corps. 
proposes to give them ? We want that) There has run through several of 
organisation in order to avoid the hurry | the speeches an assumption that these 
and confusion and the unnecessary | military proposals were put forward by 
expense which was incurred last year. lf) the Government as a full and complete 
we do not, we shall havethe same hurry, | account of all the changes which they 
the same dislocation, the same extrava-| considered necessary. I wish to combat 
gance—for that is the only word which | that as strongly as | can. The Secretary of 
describes the cost at which you had to) State for War went out of his way to ex- 
buy transport and equipment and stores | plain that these proposals did not profess 
ofall kinds at a few days’ notice. And we | to be our last word in regard to the ques- 
want this army corps organisation also | tion of military organisation. We saw, 
in time of peace. We want it as the best | or thought we saw, our way with regard 
means of giving proper training to the | to certain points, and with regard to 
Auxiliary forces—training under the| those points we made our proposals to 
men who will command them in time of | Parliament at the earliest possible time. 
war, and who again will have round them | The noble Lord opposite took this line— 
the staff which will accompany that army | he said if you have not got a complete 
corps whenever it is called out for active | and perfect proposal you had better not 
service. We want it for another | make a proposal at all. 
reason. How often have the repre- meteor ye. 
sentatives of the War Office in and| LORD MONKSWELL: It should be 
out of this House been attacked on the | 9 Proposal well thought out and -one 
ground that the War Office system which would stand criticism. 
was greatly over-centralised? Again) *TyE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: It 
and again have we been told that too | comes to this, that the noble Lord com- 
much power is concentrated either in the plains of us because we have not put for- 
hands of the Secretary of State or of the | ward elaborate and complete proposals 
Commander-in-Chief, and we have been | jn regard to the recruiting question. 
told to delegate those powers and to turn 
out of the War Office that great mass of | Lorp MONKSWELL: On the con- 
detail work which we know so greatly | trary, what I said was that the Under- 
encumbers it. It is in this army corps | Secretary for War had declared that we 
system that you have ready to hand the | ought not to criticise the proposals, at 
means of effecting that decentralisation, | all events in any detail, because they 
and I can scarcely bring myself to believe | were put forward under pressure. 
that after we have been attacked for a) 
tendency to over-centralise we should; *THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
now be attacked because we have| That was not at all the meaning | 
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gathered from my noble friend’s words. ‘and difficulty of the recruiting problem. 
It is a little curious. that we have | The noble Duke is entirely mistaken. [| 
been attacked both for doing too much | will undertake to say that there is no one 
and for doing too little. There is| of my colleagues who has not thought 
a considerable body of public opinion | anxiously with regard to this most 
which holds that we would have| momentous question, and who has not 
done better to withhold our proposals | felt that the recruiting problem is the 
altogether and not to attempt to put | very bedrock of the whole Army question. 
forward anything until the war was over. | We know that the normal demands on 
But that is not the view of the noble| the recruiting market are increasing, 
Duke; he took us severely to task} We know, as was pointed out by Lord 
because we had come to Parliament | ' 





without proposals for a new and larger 
Reserve, without proposals for the for- 


mation of an expeditionary force which | 


should be always ready for service beyond 


the seas, and finally because we had not | 


brought forward a comprehensive scheme 
of colonial defence. In regard to the 
Reserve I have nothing to add to what 
was so well said by the noble Lord below 
the gangway. We have produced our 


Reserve, and it was thanks to that Re- | 


serve that we have been able to keep a 
force of 150,000 men at proper strength 
during the last eighteen months. As 
for the expeditionary force, the Bill which 
passed through your Lordships’ House 


in 1898 for the formation of a special | 


Reserve composed of men who accepted 
additional liability during the first six 


months of service, has given us a special | 


force of Reservists whom we can, without 
going to all the trouble of: mobilisation 
and without coming to Parliament, graft 
on to our home battalions, with the result 
that we can dispose of a force of about 
15,000 men who would be ready 
to be put on board before the ships 
were ready to receive them. That the 
noble Duke should blame us _ because 


we have not in a few months at our dis- | 


posal brought forward a comprehensive 
scheme of colonial defence appears to me 
to be the climax of unreasonableness. 
Any scheme designed for Imperial defence 
on a large scale implies co-operation 
between British and colonial forces, and 
requires most careful and delicate pre- 
paration ; and to my mind the idea of 
attempting to rush any scheme of the 
kind through the Parliaments of this 


country and the colonies within a few | 


months is absolutely preposterous. 
Then the noble Duke 
the subject of recruiting, 


complete blindness as to the gravity 
The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


dealt with | 
and he. 
imputed to His Majesty's Government | 


Dunraven the other night, that that 
demand is likely to be very greatly 
inflated, owing to the fact that we 


are now retaining large numbers 
of men who will leave the colours 
as soon as the war is over. I 


will venture to say that the very fact 
that the recruiting problem is such a 
grave one justifies us in approaching it 
with the utmost caution and deliberation. 
I saw no trace of that caution in the 
speech of the noble Duke. The noble 
Lord below the gangway, I think very 
properly, pointed out how completely 
the noble Duke ignored the financial 
aspect of this matter. Therv is one point 
connected with the recruiting question 
which I think perhaps has not been fully 
realised. I think that several of your 
Lordships are under the impression that 
the future demands upon the recruiting 
market are likely to be very heavily 
increased in consequence of our decision 
to adopt the six army corps organisation. 
That, my Lords, is an entire mistake. | 
believe | am correct in saying that the six 
army corps organisation will not necessi- 
tate the addition of a single man to the 
Regular Army ; in fact, I may go further, 
and say that Mr. Brodrick’s proposal for 
creating a certain number of garrison 
battalions will have the effect of actually 
diminishing the demand upon the re- 
eruiting market. The noble Duke ex- 
amined the causes owing to which, in his 
opinion, we had found, or might find, 
difficulty in obtaining recruits, and he 
told us a great deal about stoppages. 
I;am very much in sympathy with the 
noble Duke in his dislike for small and 
petty stoppages, and we should all be glad 
to get rid of them for many reasons. ‘lhey 
lead to misunderstandings, they facilitate 
a good deal of misrepresentation, and 
they involve a great amount of 
additional book-keeping and accounts. 
| Therefore I am entirely in favour of 
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getting rid of small stoppages if possible. | 
But do not let us run away with the idea 
that by simply putting an end to two- 
pennyworth of stoppages we should at 
once tap a new class from which a greatly 
increased number of recruits are likely to 
be drawn. In my opinion, nothing of 
this kind is likely to happen. You are, 
in fact, in this dilemma, if your additions 
to the soldier’s emoluments are trifling 
you will not get any more recruits, and 
if they are large and liberal you at once 
put millions on your Army Estimates. 
The noble Duke stood up the other night 
and distributed his golden largesse over 
every part of the Army, but the vision of 
the taxpayers did not occur to him at all. 
He did not think of additions to income 
tax, or of the coal duty, or the sugar duty, 
or any such ignoble matters. He posed 
as the benefactor of everything and of 
everybody, with perhaps the solitary | 
exception of the War Office, to which he 
was liberal only in the matter of the kicks | 
which he administered to it while bestow- | 
ing his halfpence on the soldier. 


As I listened to the noble Duke I could 
not help wishing that some cumpetent ac- 
eountant could have converted his pro- | 
posals as he was making them into terms | 
of money. I have not sufficient skill for 
the purpose, but of this I am certain, that 
his proposals would involve the addition 
of a good many millions to the Estimates. 
[ often think that those are not the truest 
friends of the Army who urge us into 
reckless additions to the cost of the Army. 
We have to think of the reaction which 
may come some day, when the people of 
this country, impatient of this large 
expenditure, will tell us that we must 
reduce our expenditure, even if we reduce 
the strength of the Army for which it is | 
incurred. Sixpence a day to the whole 
Army means a sum of about two millions 
sterling, and I have little doubt that, if a 
concession of that kind were made to the 
Army, the Navy and the Marines would 
require to be levelled up. Well, two 
millions sterling means the annual cost 
of forty-five battalions of infantry, and 
are you going to take us to task because | 
we did not announce without inquiry 
a proposal of this magnitude before con- 
sidering where it was going to take us ? | 
It is a mistaken assumption to say that | 
the recruiting question is merely a ques- 
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| engagement. 
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considerationsin to it besides that of pay. 
There is, in the first place, the question 
of the comfort and contentment of the 
soldier with the surroundings of his daily 
life; there is the character of the 
military duties you exact from him. 
Can you make these less irksome, with 
fewer fatigues and less “ sentry-go?”’ 
There is the question, again, of the terms 
of his engagement, the length of time for 
which he enlists, and the opportunities 
you give him for varying the terms of his 
Then, again, there is the 
question which has often been brought 
before the House by the noble Lord 
opposite—the kind of career you can 


| offer him after he has left the Army. All 


these things have to be considered, and 
the problem is an extremely complex one. 
As to the comfort of the soldier, I think 
it right to remind your Lordships that 
we have done a great deal during the 
last few years in improving the 


barrack accommodation of the Army. 


The influence of these changes makes 
itself felt somewhat slowly; but if 
the noble Duke, or anyone who 
takes an interest in this matter, will look 
at the plans for the new barracks he will 
see that they represent an enormous 
improvement on the comfortless, inhos- 
pitable buildings which the noble Duke 
described so eloquently last night..ig FP ge »* 

Then there is the question of food, and 
upon that the noble Duke dwelt in very 
severe terms. I confess I deeply regret 
what he said in regard to the soldier's 
rations. He described the rations as 
miserable, and suggested that the men 
would spend less on drink if they were 
properly and sufficiently fed. Now, 
that is an extremely grave indictment, 
and I do not think the noble Duke 
should have made it unless he was 
speaking with a thorough knowledge of 
the facts. My own strong belief is that 
his statements are altogether unfounded, 
and I will ask your Lordships to allow 


me to produce evidence which [| 
think will carry conviction to the 
mind of the noble Duke. I will not 


give my own opinion, but the opinion of 
a Committee appointed in the year 1889 
for the express purpose of dealing with 
the question of soldiers’ rations. It was 
presided over by Sir Stafford Northcote, 
and amongst the members were Sir 


tion of pay: there enter many other! Redvers Buller, Lord Haliburton, Sur- 
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geon-General Massey, and two Members 
of Parliament, General Goldsworthy and 
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Colonel Blundell, both of whom have for | 


many years past taken a_ special in- 
terest in the welfare of the soldier. This 
Committee was directed to consider and 
report upon the soldiers’ rations, whether 
they were in all respects sufficient ; the 
Committee set to work in a business- 


like manner, taking evidence from 
commanding officers, medical officers, 


non-commissioned officers and men, and 
from civilians well accustomed to the 
work of catering. In its Report that 


Committee declared its opinion that 
the meat ration was sufficient, and 
that it was a more liberal allowance 


than the meals usually supplied to 
carmen, bricklayers, artificers, and other 
persons engaged in manual labour in 
London. The Committee also found 
that the British soldier had a larger meat 
ration than was allowed to any Conti- 
nental soldier, and that the recruits in- 
creased in weight on the rations in 
question. The Committee went on to 
point out that there was considerable 
room for improvement in regard to 
cooking and management of rations, and 
that I have no doubt is the case, because 
we in this country, not the military 
class only, but the lower classes gener- 
ally, are more wasteful in the prepara- 
tion of our food than any people in any 
country in the world. They made some 
criticisms with regard to the quality of 
the bread, which has since then been 
very much improved. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: Was 
Report presented to Parliament ? 


that 


*THe Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
Yes, in June, 1889. Since that Report, 
which was, on the whole, a satisfactory 
Report, and shows that the noble Duke 
was not justified by the facts, the soldier 
had received an extra 3d. under the head | 
of ‘‘ messing allowance.” So I maintain 
that the noble Duke, who is a friend of 
the Army, and wishes to do nothing 
but good for the Army, should have 
thought twice before he stood up 
in this House and gave to the public 
a statement so damaging to recruiting, 
so likely to shake the confidence of 
the class from which we draw our 
recruits. I do not think he should | 
have made such a statement unless he! 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 


' heard much criticism. 
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| was able to make good his words, and 
1 do not think he can do so. 
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I have wearied your Lordships 
with these details because I want, 
if I can, to convince you that this 
recruiting problem is not a_ simple, 
straightforward problem to be solved by 
a general distribution of money to the 
soldier as the noble Duke would have 
us believe. It is an extremely difficult 
and complicated problem, and we are 
perfectly justified in asking for time to 
consider it and to develop and elaborate 
any improvements which in our opinion 
may be called for. With regard to the 
question of pay, I hold the opinion which 
I have before expressed in this House, 
that for a young man of the class from 
which we draw our recruits the present 
rate of pay, which may be taken a; 
equivalent to 15s. a week, is not bad pay. 
It is pay which the soldier, unlike the 
civilian of the same class, receives every 
day of the year, whether he is working 
or not. He never has to hang about 
looking for a job like a labourer or a 
bricklayer, and in that respect his position 
compares favourably with the position 
of menof the sameclass outside the Army. 


| If we should be driven to increase the 


soldier’s pay—and it may be that we 
shall be obliged to do so—I do not believe 
in an indiscriminate rate of pay given to 
the whole Army at once. If you increase 
the pay you must make it progressive, 
earned by the soldier in consideration of 
his remaining with the colours and be- 
coming more valuableas a fighting man. 
and it must be a discriminating increment 
given to those men who are best in the 
use of the rifle and show themselves to be 
the most promising men of the regiment. 

Before I sit down I would venture to 
say half a dozen words with regard to the 
position of the Auxiliary forces under the 
Secretary of State’s scheme. Of the Im- 
perial Yeomanry I do not think we have 
To my mind the 
formation of this force is one of the most 
promising and hopeful features of the 
scheme. Ten or twelve regiments have 
already been formed, and we hope to 
bring them under the Army Act. I have 
no doubt they will supply, in the 
most effectual shape, those mounted 
troops the want of which was so much 
felt during the earlier stages of the war 
in South Africa. Something has been 
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to the choice o° the 
To my mind it 


said as 
“ Imperial ’” Yeomanry. 
is a very happy choice. 
by which the force has been known in 
South Africa. It has already acquired very 
excellent historical associations. We 
have often been taken to task because 
we did not think enough of these histori- 
eal associations. Here we have got a 
good name. and I hope we shall keep it, 
and if, at some future time, the colonies 
should be induced to co-operate with us 
in a larger scheme of Imperial defence, 
it will be a satisfactory feature if we 
should find the Imperial Yeomanry of 
this country and that of our great 
colonies ready to take their places side 
by side. 

The noble Duke made serious com- 
plaints with regard to the Militia. He 
told us that the Militia had been systema- 
tically ignored and otherwise ill-treated. 
I do not think it is so surprising as the 
noble Duke seems to think that we 
should have heard rather more about 
the performances of the Volunteers in 
South Africa than we have heard about 
the performances of the Militia. The 
comparatively small force of Volunteers 
that went to South Africa consisted 
either of one or two corps d élite specially 
selected for the purpose, or of Volunteer 
companies attached to Line battalions. 
These companies naturally saw a good 
deal of service, and their performance 
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name | 


It is the name | 
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the word “rubbish” with the word 
‘* Volunteer.” I feel sure that part of 
his speech will have given great pain to 
many Volunteers who read it next 
morning. The noble Duke made one 
statement which was historically quite 
inaccurate. He suggested to the House 
that we had asked the Volunteers to 
undergo a special training for twenty- 
eight days, that the Volunteers refused 
point blankto meet our requirements, and 
that we were therefore driven in a panic 
to form from the veterans of the Regular 
Army the Royal Reserve battalions 
embodied last year. I will not quote 
my own speeches again, but if the noble 
Duke will look at what I said in February 
last year he will see that when I laid 
our proposals before the House I de- 


scribed simultaneously our proposals 
both with regard to the training 
of the Volunteers and as to the 


formation of the Royal Reserve bat- 
talions. It is true that we found 


':s time went on that the greater part 


in the field naturally attracted a good , 


deal of attention. The Militia were 
younger troops, were employed to a 
great extent upon the very necessary, 
but not perhaps so attractive, duty of 
holding the lines of communication. 
They had less opportunities for distin- 
guishing themselves, and consequently 
we heard less about them. But that 
there was any desire on the part of the 
military authorities to ignore the Militia 
or snub them I am prepared most empha- 
tically to deny. On the contrary, I 
think all of us recognise the great obliga- 
tions which we are under to the Militia 
for the readiness with which such a 
large number of Militia battalions volun- 
teered to take their turn of service in 
South Africa. That is a service which, 
I venture to say, will never be forgotten 
in this country. 

The noble Duke delivered a heavy 
attack on the Volunteers. I wish 


of the Volunteers could not come up for 
the full period of twenty-eight days’ 
training, and in most cases we had to be 
content with the minimum period of four- 
teen days. There was, however, nothing 
approaching, as the noble Duke sug- 
gested, to a strike among the Volunteers. 
On the contrary, when we consider 
that they are all men in civil em- 
ployment who have to sacrifice their 
brief intervals of leisure to undergo 
military training, we may say that 
they deserve great credit for having 
come forward as well as they did. As 
for the Volunteers and Militia who are 
to be given a place in the new army 
corps, they will, of course, undergo 
special training for the purpose, and all 
I can say is that the military 
advisers of the Secretary of State are 
perfectly content that the three last 
army corps should contain twenty-four 
battalions of Volunteers and thirty-six 
battalions of Militia. I have no doubt 
they will be excellent and serviceable 
troops. I have noticed, I am afraid at 
too great length, some of the points 
which have been raised in this debate. 
I end what I have to say by repeating 
that these proposals of ours are not to 
be taken as to professing to exhaust the 
subject and to leave nothing undealt with. 
On the contrary, we feel that much 


he had not so constantly associated! remains to be done, but we put them 
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before you as an honest attempt to deal | 
as far as the time at our disposal has | 
permitted with the military problems 
which have confronted us during the | 
last few months. 


| country. 


ViscountT WOLSELEY: My Lords: 
I congratulate the noble Duke with all 
my heart on having brought forward 
this subject. It is one of great import- 
ance to this country, and it is very 
desirable, when a Minister for War has 
explained to the country the conditions 
under which he proposes to undertake 
the reorganisation of the Army, that a 
subject of that nature should be fully 
discussed, not only in another place, 
but also here; for I think it would be 
difficult to find an assembly which has 
certain functions to discharge under the 
Constitution containing such a large 
proportion of men who have themselves 
served in the Army, and therefore know 
so much about it. I have read with 
very great care the speech in which 
the Secretary of State for War put this 
question forward, and speaking as an 
outsider, as a man who certainly has no 
politics, I congratulate him most heartily 
for the manner in which he has dealt 
with it. He has dealt with it in no! 
niggardly manner; he has dealt with 
it on broad principles. He has told us, 
to begin with, what, in his opinion and 
in the opinion of those he represents, 
should be the future constitution of our 
Army, and he did not hestitate to tell 
us that the Army he sketched out 
was largely in excess of any Army we 
have had in recent years. I think he 
deserves a great deal of credit for the’ 
manner in which he has done so, and, 
although it was easy to cavil at some 
of the smaller details of the scheme, | 
and it was still more easy for any soldier 
to do so, I think the great bulk of the 
Army who read his speech applauded | 
what he has done. I am very glad | 
that in the course of this debate the 
noble Marquess has spoken with reference 
to a paper which he quoted some time | 
ago, because it enables me also to refer 
to it. I do not think the paper was) 
marked “ Confidential,” as well as I) 
remember, but no doubt the noble| 
Marquess was right in saying that it 
was. But, whether it was confidential | 
or not, it has been treated to a great | 


The Marquess of Lansdowne. 
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extent as confidential, and has not 
been, I regret to say, laid before the 
House, and I congratulate the Govern. 
ment on their intention now to produce 
it, and lay it before the people of this 
That paper was one that was 
written by the Adjutant General of 
the day in accordance with the orders 
of the illustrious Duke who was then 
the Commander-in-Chief. 


*THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: | 
am afraid the noble Viscount and I are 
at cross purposes. The paper to which 
I referred was a paper written by Mr. 
Edward Stanhope when Secretary of 
State for War. 


Viscount WOLSELEY: Quite so: 
but that paper was merely an extract, as 
I will show, from the paper to which I 
have already referred—the paper written 
by the Adjutant General of the Army in 
accordance with the orders of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief, the illustrious Duke, 
whom I am glad to see here to-day. In 
that paper he laid great stress on the 
remarkable fact, and it wes this—that 
for years and years prior to that time 
the Commander-in-Chief and those who 
were his subordinates—all the military 
authorities—had been working in the 
dark. For half a century they had 
never learned in an authoritative way 
from the Government of the day what 
were the objects for which this great 
army of ours existed; and the conse- 


quence was, as was pointed out by the 


illustrious Duke in the memorandum, 
that we were working in the dark, we 
never knew what we were doing, we 
never knew what to provide for, and we 


_were merely told by the Secretary of 


State for War that so many men had 
been voted for the year. I will even go 
a little further in describing that paper, 
and I think I am justified in doing so, 
especially now that the result of it is to 


be produced to your Lordships’ House. 
|The paper went on to say that, as the 


Commander-in-Chief had never been 
able to extract from any Government 
what were the objects for which the 
Army existed, he himself would do his 
best to lay down in writing what he 
He did 
so, and, as I well remember, those objects 
were classed under four or five heads. 
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I will not go into the details, but I wish | 
merely to refer to what he said in regard 

to the army corps to which reference has 

been made. He said he thought it 

necessary, in order to secure this country | 
from any possible danger of invasion, 

that we should always be able to turn 

out and mobilise a regular army of three 

army corps, which should be backed up 

and assisted by the Volunteers, the 

Militia, and the Yeomanry of this country. 

He believed that such a force as that 

would be ample for the defence of this 

country. The question was also con- 

sidered of the necessity for being able to 

send a certain force abroad if ever we 

became embroiled with any other nation 

in any of our colonies, and it was laid 

down in the memorandum in very dis- 

tinct terms that two army corps could be 

employed for that purpose. But there 

was a very curious provision, which was, 

as well as I remember, that these twoarmy 

corps were to come out of the three army 
corps that were to be kept in England. 

In other words, it was not contemplated | 
that there would be any possibility, or | 
any probability, of our sending two army 

corps out of this country for any service 

in Europe or elsewhere unless the horizon | 
was clear and unbroken, and there was 

no possibility of anything like trouble 

occurring in our own country, or of any | 
attack being made upon it. Thanks, I 

am glad to say, to the friendliness of 

foreign nations, and, if I may venture to 

say so, to the admirable manner in 

which our foreign affairs have been con- 
ducted, in the recent war, when we have 
had almost the whole of our regular 

forces abroad, although we may have 
had some fears now and then, we have 
never had any serious trouble to contend 
with. I hope most sincerely that we 

may never again find ourselves with the 

whole of our’available fighting Regular 

soldiers abroad, and that no trouble may 

arise in England which will render it: 
necessary for us to take strong measures 

for our own defence. 


As far as I can make out, the Secretary 
of State for War has really initiated 
nothing new in his proposals, and nothing 
new in the statements on which he based 
them. All those statements are to be 
found in the paper to which I have, 
referred, and which may, perhaps, at. 
some time or other be produced for public 
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of the country. 
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information. Well, my Lords, after a 
lapse of five or six months, the ideas con- 
tained in that paper—the most important 
military paper I have ever read in Eng- 
land—were read by Her Majesty’s 
Government, and then came out that 
paper accepting them to which the noble 
Marquess has just referred. That paper 
was signed by Mr. Stanhope, then Secre- 
tary of State for War. Now the Secre- 
tary of State for War proposes to main- 
tain always in England six army corps, 
three of them being devoted exclusively 
to the Regulars and three of them to the 
Auxiliary forces. I forgot to say, when 
I stated that the Government of the day 
had accepted in toto the proposals of the 
illustrious Duke as to the forces that 
should be maintained, that they excepted 
the three army corps as forces always to 
be composed of Regulars for the defence 
They said that the only 
alteration they had introduced into the 
scheme proposed by the illustrious Duke 
was that of these three army corps two 
were to be composed of Regulars, and 
one partly of Regulars and partly of 
the Militia. It was quite evident at that 
time that the reason why the Govern- 
ment did not want to have the three 
army corps composed entirely of Regulars 
was that it would mean a considerable 
addition to His Majesty’s Army, because 
we had not in England at the time 
enough battalions to form more than 
two and a half army corps composed of 
Regulars. It was pointed out that the 
Militia, when they had been trained and 
were under the command of good officers, 
as, I am glad to say, most of them are, 
would fall in very well with the Regular 
troops, and that the army corps, com- 
posed of these two divisions, would be 
almost equal to the Regular soldiers. 
But the possibility, and even the prob- 
ability, is now contemplated of our send- 
ing the whole of these three army corps 
of Regular soldiers abroad, and of our 
depending entirely for defence on the 
three army corps composed exclusively 
of the Militia and the Volunteers. I 
think I know as much of the Militia and 
the Volunteer service as most people. 
I have, in the course of my life, had to 
inspect the greater part of the Militia of 
this country, both in Great Britain and 
in Ireland ; and I know the Volunteers. 
I have the great honour of being a 
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colonel of a Volunteer regiment, and no | 


man has a higher appreciation of their 
power, their ability, and their anxiety to 
learn and make themselves efficient as 
soldiers. 
the mind of a soldier when he has to 
compare the first-rate article—which is 
the Regular battalion—and Volunteer 
soldiers, and I do not think there are 
any reasonable men amongst the Volun- 
teer force who would not agree with me 
in that. 

I do not believe that 
friend sitting on the benches, 
although he has, justly, a high opinion 
of the Volunteers, would say in his heart 
that a Volunteer battalion is in every way 
as efficient for active service in the field 
as a Regular battalion of His Majesty's 
Army. I have the greatest admiration 
for the Volunteers, the Militia, and the 


cross 


| 


, 


But there is always a doubt in| 
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country. There is one thing quite cer- 
tain, that if this country is ever invaded 
—and to say that that is impossible is, to 
my mind, to speak like a madman—I do 
not think it will ever come, but it is a 


Organisation. 


| possibility, and therefore it is the bounden 


even my noble | 


Yeomanry, but I do not think that it) 
would be safe to depend entirely for the | 
defence of this country upon an army | 


composed exclusively of these Auxiliary 
forces. 
have a strong tip of steel to your lance, 
and that tip of steel must be a body of 
Regular troops. 
Regular soldiers in the front, and Regular 
soldiers in the centre, and the Militia, 


I believe that you will require to | 


With that steel tip of | 


Yeomanry, and Volunteers acting side by | 


side with them and in reserve, | believe a 


| 


great deal could be done to guarantee | 
large body of officers in peace time for the 


this country against any misfortune in 
the way of invas‘on. But I would depre- 


cate in the strongest possible terms the | 
handing over of the defence of this | 


country exclusively to the Auxiliary 
forces. We are properly reminded, by 


many of those who take the same high | 
view as I do of the Auxiliary forces, of the | 


good service they have done during this | 


war, how admirably they have suited 
themselves to the species of irregular war- 
fare which it has been the lot of our Army 
to contend with during what I may call 
the recent war in South Africa. They 
have done admirably ; they have fought 
and bled for their country in a way which, 
I am sure, can never be forgotten by any- 
body who appreciates courage and gallant 
deeds—such deeds as those done by the 
Auxiliary forces of this country. But, 
although we recognise all that, I do not 
think that this or any Government 
would be justified in confiding to the 
Auxiliary forces alone the defence of this 


Viscount Wolseley. 





duty of every Government to provide 
against it. In the discussion in the press 
ot this question of the Auxiliary forces 
and what they have done during this war 
—and, indeed, in the speech of the Secre- 
tary of State when he propounded the 
views of the Government as to the future 
defences of our Empire—there was rather 
an inclination to make little of discipline. 
I think if you will go back into the history 
of the world, and certainly of this coun- 
try, you will find that in all the great 
examples where small bodies of English 
soldiers have been brought in contact 
with hordes of savages or with fine fight- 
ing troops in India, what has given us 
our successes has simply been the dis- 
cipline of our men, well led by our officers, 
who were followed by men who believed 
in them and who obeyed them with that 
unquestioning obedience that is, after all, 
the essence and the foundation of all dis- 
cipline. In the course of his remarks 
the noble Duke who inaugurated the 
debate referred to the difficulty of obtain- 
ing the requisite number of officers. 
That has been a serious want throughout 
this war. The question of keeping up a 


contingency of war is a very difficult one. 
For the last twenty-five years the ten- 
dency has been with all those mixed up 
with the financial side of the War Office 
to reduce the establishment of officers. 
That is a very economical process. About 
fifteen or twenty years ago the strength 
of the ordinary battalion was about 600 
men, and then they had a very large 
supply of officers ; but the reason for this 
large establishment of officers was that 
when the battalion was raised to war 
strength they would be required. For 
purposes of economy a considerable re- 
duction was made year by year, until, at 
last, the proportion of officers to men fell 
lower than it had ever been at any period 
in modern days. An officer is not a man 
that can be improvised. The officer who 
is to be of value in war has to be educated 
not only in discipline, not only in the 
knowledge of how to command his men 
and how to make himself beloved! by 
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. { . 
them, but he has also to learn the science | ment of money for the various purposes 


and art of his profession. 


There is a sort of general idea in the 
minds of people at home that the officers 
othe British Army have not been as well 
instructed or taught as they ought to 
have been, and that that has been one of 
the lessons of the campaign so admirably 
carried on in South Africa. I do not 
agree with that. I have known the 
British officer for a long time, and I have 
a fair knowledge also of foreign armies. 
[ know what the curriculum is of officers 


in the German Army—the finest, I sup- | 


pose, in the world—and I have often com- 
pired it with the examination our officers 
have to go through, and ours compares 
very favourably with it. I can only say 
this—that I am quite certain that it 
would be impossible for the Government 
ov the Commander-in-Chief to impose any 
amount of instruction as necessary for 
the efficiency of an officer which the 
British officer generally is not quite pre- 
pired to accept. But if the British officer 
has not been as well instructed as he 
ought to have been it is the fault of his 


commanding officer, and more especially | 
of those in authority at the War Office. 


[ may be told that the instruction of a 
young officer in the field is essentially a 
military duty for which the Commander- 
in-Chief is alone responsible. I think 
there is a great deal of truth in that. 
But [ am reminded that when in very 
ancient times the Israelites were made 


ciptive and slaves by the Egyptians and | 


were called upon to make their bricks, 


the answer was, “ How can we make) 


bricks without straw?” That applies 
to the teaching which ought to be given 


to the men of all grades and all ranks in | 
It is impossible for any Com- 


our Army. 
mander-in-Chief or for any general of a 
division to thoroughly organise and teach 
the men unless the Government will 
supply them with good and ample means 
for the purpose. Since Lord Cardwell 


inaugurated our autumn manceuvres a) 


year has seldom passed by in which appli- 
cation has not been made by the illus- 


trious duke, formerly at the head of the | 


Army, and by his successor, asking that 


manceuvres might take place and asking | 
I do not, 
find fault with the Government for not | 


for money to carry thm out. 


always complying. My experience of 
public affairs tells me that in the allot- 


for which the Government require it they 
have to consider, not only applications 
such as those to which I have referred, 
but applications to carry out naval 
manceuvres, and I am sure that edu- 
cated soldiers must recognise that the 
}claims of the Navy must first be con. 
sidered ; and the Ministers for War, 
| though most anxious, generally, to meet 
| the wishes of the Commander-in-Chief, 
| have not always been able to do what they 
would like in the way of providing money 
| for manoeuvres on as liberal a scale as 
their military advisers pressed upon them. 
| I gather from statements in the Press 
that there is an impression that some of 
our officers have proved great failures. 
| All I can say is that it is the fate of all men 
'to make mistakes. There have been 
failures in all professions, even on the 
Bench of Bishops. I may say the same 
of Ministers for War and of all other 
persons in public employment. But I 
am reminded of a very old saying by a 
celebrated French marshal when dis- 
cussing some operations that had been 
a failure. His hearers were condemning 
'a general who had conducted these opera- 
‘tions, but he turned round to the man 
who was loudest in his condemnation 
and said, ‘‘ Sir, the general who tells you 
‘that he has never made a mistake in war, 
believe me, has made war for a very 
short time.” The next point I have to 
consider is the formation of veteran 
battalions. The creation of these bat- 
talions is a very ingenious device by which 
to send out garrisons to Malta and Gib- 
raltar and to relieve pro tanto the same 
‘number of battalions that have been 
allotted to that purpose. That sounds 
very well, but I would like to know by 
' whom this idea was initiated. I do not 
‘know whether its originator has ever 
had the advantage of seeing a veteran 
battalion. I have, and I hope I shall 
never see another. I have served with a 
very fine battalion, the best we had, and 
_as a body they looked very well on parade. 
They could not march, because they were 
too old, but they drank very hard to 
make up for that. If you walked down 
the ranks you found their arms were 
covered from the wrist to the elbow 
with good-conduct badges. Each man 
had at least one wife and several children, 
and it is my experience that, if you wish 
I 2 pos 
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to provide accommodation for one of | has yet arrived for it, that the people’s 
these battalions, you will have to do it} minds are yet sufficiently accustomed 
on the scale of what is required for a|to the idea of conscription ; and the 
brigade of ordinary troops. Where are | second is the simple process of pounds 
you going to build barracks for them in| shillings, and pence. I have had the 
Gibraltar or Malta? If you attempted | advantage of being in America a great 
to house the women and children in | deal and of closely studying the American 
Malta in the summer you would be open | army, and my knowledge of the American 
to an indictment for cruelty. If you | army leads me to say that for its size it is 
bring them home during the summer, | the finest in the world. It is an army 
and provide for them in England, and raised by voluntary enlistment. There 
send them out in the winter as to a is no compulsion on men or officers. 
winter resort, that would be all very well, When the Government of the United 
but, if you keep them there during the States want men for their army they go 
heat, if you are not indicted you would | into the open labour market, just like any 
deserve to be. I am glad to learn that private employer, and by offering a fair 
there is no intention of touching the! wage they get all the men they require. 
Army Reserve. I have often heard it} They are now increasing their army 
said that it is a ridiculous thing to keep | because of their foreign responsibilities, 
up the Reserve. All I can say is that | and they are able to get the men, and 
were it not for the Army Reserve of though their rates of pay seem high in 
80,000 men which we had at the begin-| this country the material they obtain 


ning of the war in South Africa the noble 
Marquis the late Secretary for War would 
never have been able to despatch such 
great bodies of troops to the scene of 
Operations, nor would the war now be 
finished —as I hope it is finished—were 
it not for that Reserve of 80,000 men. 
Of the many important lessons we have 
learned from this war one of the most 
important, in my opinion, is that our 
Army is altogether too small. I shall be 
told, of course, that this is a complaint 
which Ministers have heard hundreds of 
times for the last twenty years from 
soldiers who say that the Army is not big 
enough for the duties it is called upon to 
discharge. But if the risks we have had 
to run during this war as regards attack 
nearer home are considered, I think it 
will be admitted by every dispassionate 
man, whether soldier or sailor or civilian, 
that our Army is not sufficiently large 
for the protection of our great interests 
here and throughout the world. 

Another point of vital importance to 
our Army is the question of pay. I have 
heard it said that the pay did not make 
any difference, that what is needed to 
bring in recruits are cubicles and other 
additions to the conveniences and ad- 
vantages of the men in barracks. I 
do not agree with that at all. There are 
only two means by which we can obtain 
an adequate army for our purpose. The 
first is by compulsory service, and as to 
that I do not think myself that the time 


Viscount Wolseley. 


is well worth the money they pay for it. 
You advertise for men, but you get only 
boys. They say they are eighteen ; but 
we know perfectly well that a large num- 
'ber of them are under eighteen, and if 
they pass the medical examination and 
the requirements as regards height and 
chest measurement they are accepted. 
| But supposing a recruit is eighteen, he 
will not be a thoroughly good soldier 
/until he has had three years service. 
|For all practical purposes he is a green 
hand for many months after he has en- 
listed. You cannot send him to India. 
You keep him for three years, feeding 
him, clothing him, and housing him ; 
but, on the other hand, you give him 
very small pay. In America they give 
|high pay ; they pay men’s wages and 
‘they get men, and when these men are 
drilled and know how to shoot they pass 
into the ranks at once complete soldiers. 
| still, I believe firmly it would be better 
for us to continue to take these young 
/men as we are doing and train them for 
three years. The system is an enormous 
/boon to the nation. It is also a good 
_ thing for the Army, because when a man 
trained under such a system comes to 
'do the work of a soldier he is a better 
‘drilled and a better disciplined man 
'than a man of only a few months train- 
‘ing. But I say this question of pay 
‘is the real crux of the whole position 
of our Army. It would pay the country 
‘to raise the pay of the soldier, Do 
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not imagine that you will get recruits | cients it is not due to the Volunteers 
by providing cubicles in the barracks. | themselves, but is the fault of successive 
Many officers have the strongest pos-| Governments who have not taken suf- 
sible objections to cubicles, I share! ficient power to reduce their numbers 
these objections myself, but I am not | till they contained hardly any but effi- 
prepared to state them here. Table-| cient men. Still, I think it will be agreed 
cloths, napkins, and toothpicks for the| that, during the speech of the noble 
soldiers are all very well ; but you make} Duke, on more than one occasion he 
a mistake if you think that through | most effectually touched the spot. I do 
them you will get the men you require. | not propose to deal with this question 
The number of men that will have to be | in any sense from a party point of view. 
discharged at the end of the war will be | It is not a party question, and this is not 
very large. I believe you will require|the place to attempt to make party 
the year after the war from 80,000 to| capital. I think we are face to face with 
100,000, and the idea that you can get|a sufficiently alarming position, con- 
this large number of men by the pro-| sidering the number of men now re- 
posals stated by the Secretary for War in | quired for the Indian and British armies. 
his able and admirable speech is the idea| We require for these armies no _ less 
of a visionary and not of a practical | than 900,000 men, and they are kept up 
man. The Army has been my home|at a cost of between £54,000,000 and 
for many years, and I naturally look to | £55,000,000. It is impossible to separate 
everything that concerns its welfare | from the consideration of our land defence 
with the greatest possible interest. Quite | the consideration of our Indian army. 
apart from my share in the national | One of the first duties of our home army 
feeling that if we are to remain a power- | is to provide reliefs for the Indian forces. 
ful nation we must have a strong Army | What would have been our position two 
and a strong Navy, my personal affection | years ago in Natal if we had not been 
for the Army induces me to give you| able to remove a considerable number 
my advice on the new proposals. I beg | of troops from India ? Again, the Indian 
of you to take that advice, and not troops have been used in Uganda and in 
to regard it as that of a man who does | the Soudan, and what would have been 
not know what he is talking about. | our position in China last year if we had 
Remember that this question of getting | not been able to remove a large number 
men is really a question of money. How | of Indian troops to China, and so hold 
does a contractor for the building of a| our own amongst the other armies of the 
railway get the 10,000 or the 20,000 | world? Even the present scheme con- 
men he requires? He simply goes into | templates some further drain on our 
the labour market and offers good wages. | Indian forces, because it is proposed 
If you follow in the matter of recruiting | to garrison with troops from India. 
the business principles which prevail | Therefore, we cannot separate from any 
in all walks of life you will obtain the | question of land defence the cost of our 
Army you desire—an Army in numbers | Indian army. I think that gives addi- 
and in substance, an Army of the same | tional weight to the opinion that is held 
chivalrous feelings and of the same| by many that we either spend too much 
magnificent fighting qualities which of | on our Army or too little on our Navy ; 
old won for us our great position in the | but, at any rate, I think we have a right 
world. to require that, with the expenditure 
now made on the Indian and British 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, armies, we should have a sufficient Army 
I think the House is indebted to the noble | for the defence of the country. 
Duke for his speech and for the discussion| I hope that this scheme is not founded 
which has followed upon it. His speech | 0n the idea that one of the lessons of the 
contained various points which are un-| War 1s that we can put our trust in 
doubtedly open to criticism, and I, for irregular and half-trained troops. I do 
my part, desire to express my disagree- | not think that is a sound deduction 
ment with the way in which he spoke|to make form the lessons of the war. 
of the Volunteers. If the Volunteer | On the contrary, we have great reason 
force contains a large number of ineffi-| to be thankful that we have had opposed 
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to us in South Africa irregular and | 
If the Boers had 


undisciplined troops. 
been a disciplined force I do not think 
we should have got through the misfor- 
tunes of the earlier part of the campaign 
so easily as we did. It has been shown 
that the want of discipline and cohesion 
prevented the Boers from taking advan- 
tage of our difficulties and following them 
up, for again and again they gave us 
time to recoup ourselves. A disciplined 
force would have been down on us when 
we were in difficulties, and would have 
greatly increased those difficulties. In 
regard to our irregular troops, which 


did such excellent service in South Africa, | 


I think that soldiers who were out there, 
whether generals or officers commanding 
smaller forces of troops, will all agree 
that of those irregulars those who had 
the most training and were commanded 
by the best officers did the best work, 
and proved themselves most useful. 
I do not think that it can be argued that 
the necessity of disciplined soldiers is less 
now than before; it has been shown 
to be greater than ever, and the com- 
bination of qualities now required in a 
good fighting man cannot be brought 
out without much training. I think 


those qualities may be divided into five ! 


—firstly, discipline and training so that 
he may be able to play what is called 
the combined game, and be trusted to 
carry out manoeuvres of war largely 
without being under the direct control 
of his officer ; secondly, he must be a good 
marksman ; thirdly, he must be imbued 
with some of the instincts of the hunter, 
he must understand how to take cover, 
he must have keen powers of observation 
and physical strength to enable him to 
endure great exertions and to be active 
in the field; fourthly, he must have a 
considerable knowledge and power in the 
use of the pick and the spade in order 
that when the time comes he may be 
able to throw up entrenchments ; and 
lastly, he must be a horseman in the best 
sense of the word, who not only can ride 
his horse but is able to take care of it. 
To expect that untrained or half-trained 
men can perform the duties of what I 
have ventured to call a modern fighting 
man is impossible. 

The scheme put forward on behalf of 


the Government is founded on the | 
six army corps. It, 


establishment of 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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ras very quickly acknowledged that 
these six army corps were not to be 
taken in the ordinary sense of the term, 
but were to be considered as the estab- 
lishment of six districts in Great Britain 
‘and Ireland where the training of men 
approaching the number of an ordinary 
army corps—namely, 40,000, would 
be carried on. That, no doubt, is a very 
admirable proposal, but the question 
naturally arises as to how far the plan 
proposed is a great improvement on the 
present 


{ 


arrangement, and how far 
really great additional training will be 
given to the men at these various centres. 
The first place that is taken is Aldershot. 
There you have already great facilities 
and a considerable amount of ground 
for the training of your men; but I do 
not think it can be argued, so far as 
Aldershot is concerned, that in future 
there will be, after all, a very great 
increase over the present system. On 
Salisbury Plain the army corps will 
consist almost entirely of Regular troops, 
but I do not think you will be able to 
have so many men gathered together 
there as is the case at Aldershot. Still, 
no doubt Salisbury Plain will be a con- 
siderable addition to the facilities given 
for the training of Regular troops 
and for the training of officers in the 
management of great bodies of troops. 
It will be difficult to gather together 
large numbers of men in Ireland. ‘The 
troops will be scattered all over Ireland, 
and it seems to me that it will be only 
on the rarest occasions that you will 
be able to bring together the number 
of men contemplated under the scheme. 
When you come to the other three 
centres—Colchester, York, and Edin- 
burgh—it will be difficult if not impossible 
to fulfil the objects of the scheme. 
The army corps at those places are 
almost entirely made up of Militia and 
Volunteers. I do not think there are 
more than fromtwelve to fifteen battalions 
of Regular troops to be included in those 
three army corps, and if it should 


happen that the expectations of the’ 


Government of being able to deal with 


‘South Africa for the next few years 


with only twelve battalions of Regular 
troops is not fulfilled, you will have to 
draw from those very centres the 
Regular troops which you propose to 
place there. Then how can you, when 
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your army corps are made up almost {took credit, for recently increasing the 


entirely of Militia, Yeomanry, and Volun- | 


teers, bring large numbers of men 
from considerable distances into one 
place for training? You propose only 
to call out the Volunteers and Yeomanry 
for a period slightly over a fortnight 
during the year, and it is improbable 
that you will be able to call these men out 
in sufficient numbers to a_ particular 
place so that the officers may have 
under their command for any period 
at all a body approaching 30,000 or 
40,000 troops. It is said that by this 
means you will get together the general 
officers, with their staffs, who will 
command the troops in the time of war. 


After all, it has been admitted that | 
you are only to have the mere nucleus | 


of staffs at these three latter centres, 
and, desirable as it would be that the 
plan of the Government should be 
fulfilled, it does seem to me that in 
the case of these three centres the possi- 
bility of fulfilling it is exceedingly 
doubtful and shadowy. 

I come now to the motion with regard 
to recruiting which has been moved by 
the noble Duke. The number of re- 
cruits required every year—namely, 
45,000—represents something like 24 per 
cent. to 3 per cent. of the whole avail- 
able male population between eighteen 
and twenty-two. That is a considerable 
strain on the resources of the country, 
and the strain is increased by the fact, 
which has been pointed out by other 
speakers to-night, that it is on the same 
class that we have to depend for the 
Navy, and, largely, for the men who 
join the Volunteers. I really fail to 
understand the arguments that have 
been brought forward by the War 
Office again and again in these debates, 
that better pay would be no inducement 
and would not result in more men or 
better men joining the Army. In my 
opinion, one of the first conditions of 
inducing men to join in 
numbers is to show to the men whom 
you wish to induce to join that service 
under the State is a model service and 





sufficient | 


| ble abolished. 


offers the best conditions of service. [| 


think that the contention of the War 
Office in this respect goes counter to what 
has been their own practice. The noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for 


pay of the Army by giving the men 
the three-penny ration. That increase 
of pay was undoubtedly given in order 
to make the service more attractive 
and so get more recruits, The proposals 
which are made with regard to the 
Militia show a similar tendency, because 
you are giving the three-penny ration 
to Militiamen and increasing the allow- 
ances to them at various periods of the 
year, and thereby making the induce- 
ment to join the Militia greater than it 
was before. I am afraid that one of the 
results of improving the conditions of 
Militia service will be to impair to a 
considerable extent the value of the 
service as a reservoir for supplying the 
Regular Army, because men will prefer 
to remain in the Militia under the im- 
proved conditions of service. I do not 
advocate any very large increase of pay 
to our soldiers, and | fully recognise 
all that has been said by the noble 
Marquess the Secretary of State for 
Forein Affairs as to the danger of 
swelling our already gigantic Estimates, 
still I believe that by some increase of pay 
and some further adjustments of con- 
ditions of service a great deal could be 
done to make the Service wore attrac- 
tive and to ensure a ready and steady 
flow of recruits to the Army. 

I strongly hold the opinion that the sys- 
tem of stoppages should be as far as possi- 
I believe that it would be 
an economical policy in the end. The 
abolition would relieve a great deal of 
irritation. The noble Duke referred to 
various stoppages, but he did not refer 
to one which has always struck me as 
most remarkable and unreasonable-- 
the twopence which is deducted when a 
soldier joins the rifle club. It does seem 
to me that to charge the soldier for 
being a member of the rifle club is a 
monstrous thing, when it is obviously 
desirable that he should be a good shot. 
It may be urged that if the stoppages 
were abolished there should be some 
reduction in the pay of the soldier, and 
I think it would be fair to propose 
that for recruits 9d a day, free from all 


‘stoppages, would be enough, rising to 


ls. when the recruit became a trained 
man. It is very desirable that the soldier 
should be supplied with a sufficient 


Foreign Affairs took credit, and justly | amount of clothing so that charges would 
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not have to be made on his pay from | Army for the defence of its shores, for the 
time to time in order to keep his wardrobe | reliefs necessary to India and our colonies, 


in a proper condition. Then I would 
suggest--and this idea was brought 
home to me very strongly at the time 


and for small and necessary expeditions. 


|For such purposes we will be ready to 


when I undertook an inquiry into the | 


condition of the Post Office, when we 


recommended that postmen should have | 


an unlimited number of good-conduct 
stripes—-that the earning of good-conduct 
stripes should be accompanied by increase 
in pay. The soldier should be able to get 
his first good-conduct stripe, carrying 
2d. a day, after two years, the second, 
carrying a further 2d. a day, after another 


support any reasonable proposals put 
forward by His Majesty’s Government. 
THE LORD 


PRESIDENT oF tHE 


| COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsuire) : 


two years, and so on every two years, | 


each stripe entitling him to an extra 
2d. per day. 


I would further make | 


it an absolute necessity that a man | 


should become a first-class shot to entitle 
for a good-conduct stripe; it would be 
better, if possible, to require that he 
should be a marksman. Much has been 


noble Viscount put forward the argument 
that it was extremely difficult to discover 
the age of a recruit when he joined. I 


recruit should be taken under the age 
of eighteen. 
years the absolute minimum 


Viscount WOLSELEY: How would 


you know the age ? 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : I will suggest 


possible to obtain some security that the 


My Lords, I have reason to believe that 
it is not the intention of the noble Duke 
who brought forward this resolution to 
ask your Lordships to divide. Under 
those circumstances, and after the very 
full speeches which have been made on 
behalf of the Government, I shall detain 
your Lordships for but a few moments. 
The noble and gallant Viscount who sits 
on the cross benches said very truly 
that there was no body of men better 
qualified than your Lordships to discuss 
questions of military organisation. No- 


: ¢ | body can doubt the perfect right of your 
said about the age of recruits, and the | 


Lordships to discuss such questions, and 
we have considerable advantages in doing 
so. Many of your Lordships have seen 


ge | t wh | military service, many more have served 
shou'd like to see it laid down that no| 


I should make eighteen | 


in the Auxiliary forces, and many also 
are large employers of labour, and all are 
more or less acquainted with the con- 
ditions of life and work in every district, 
more especially in the rural districts of 
this country. At the same time, we 
suffer under one great disadvantage, and 
that is the total absence of any influence 


; ; MH: | over financial legislation, and the conse- 
a way in which I think it would be} 


‘bility. 


recruit had reached that age when he | 


enlisted. When a man enlists, a certain 
number of questions are submitted to 


him, and before the last two or three | 


quent absence of any financial responsi- 
Any resolution upon a financial 
subject which is passed by your Lord- 


_ships’ House has, I take it, no more con- 


| 


are put he is warned that a false answer | 


to them will involve severe punishment— 
I believe it is two years imprisonment. 
The question of age is not one of those 
penal questions. In my opinion the 
recruit should be warned that a false 
statement of age would be subject to a 


penalty of imprisonment in the same way | 
as false answers to some of the other | 


questions. 
of the House, to see not only a sufficient 
Army, but a strong and efficient Army, 


It is our desire, on this side | 


stitutional authority than any such 
resolution passed by any body of citizens, 
and probably less, because any body of 
ordinary citizens has a right to take part 
in the election of Members to the House 
of Commons, which members of your 
Lordships’ House have not. I think this 
constitutes a very practical disability 
under which your Lordships labour in 
entering upon any question such as this, 
which involves primarily financial con- 
siderations. It is not only in discussions 


|in this House that we see the disadvan- 


} 


tage of the absence of financial responsi- 


for the defence of this country. We do| bility. Under our system necessarily 
not encourage wild expeditions abroad, the military and naval departments are 
but we do believe that it is necessary for | administered partly by professional men, 
this “country to maintain a sufficient | soldiers or sailors, and partly by civilians, 


Lord Tweedmouth. 
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and under this arrangement the tradi- | 


tion has unfortunately, but probably 


inevitably, grown up that the professional | 


advisers of the Government are mainly or 


solely responsible for the efficiency of the | 


services, while the civilian members of the 


administration are responsible for finance. | 


The Commander-in-Chief and the Naval 


Lords of the Admiralty are supposed to | 


be discharged their responsibility when 


they have asked for the men, the ships, | 


{28 JuNE 1901} 


the works, the guns, or the military | 


stores that they consider necessary ; and 
the responsibility of the civilian members 
of those departments is supposed to have 
been equally discharged when they have 
succeeded in making those demands 
compatible with the financial necessities 
of the Treasury. 
this state of things is that many pro- 
posals are put forward by professional 
advisers of the Government without any 
due sense of their practicability or finan- 
cial possibility. On the other hand, 
reasonable proposals which have a great 
deal to recommend them meet with fre- 
quently too extreme, too detailed, and 
too minute criticism and do not get fair 
consideration. I hope some improve- 
ment in this respect will be made in the 
scheme put forward by the Secretary 
for War. I understand that he proposes 
not only to introduce a large amount of 


The consequence of | 
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obtain a large number of recruits under 
present conditions. If those conditions 
are improved, you will have to extend 
the improvements, not only to the fresh 
men who enlist, but those who were willing 
to serve under existing conditions. So 
you would incur a large additional ex- 
pense without obtaining any great or 
appreciable result. The question has 
been fully debated in the other House. 
It was pointed out that the most liberal 
proposal made for increasing the pay of 
the private soldier would give an amount, 
not of 1s.per day, but possibly 2s. a day. It 
was shown that even that amount would 
not enable you to compete in the labour 
market with a great number of trades in 
which it is possible for an unmarried man 
to earn considerably more than 2s. a day 
after providing for his subsistence. 
Therefore it does not follow, as is generally 
supposed, that an increase of pay would 
result in any considerable increase of 
recruits. Throughout these discussions 
it cannot, I think, be said that any 
Minister in either the other House or this 


has said anything which would prevent 


the Government from making such pro- 
posals as to the pay of the troops as 
might be considered necessary to obtain 


‘the number of recruits which we con- 


decentralisation, but proposes to confer | 
on the officers who will command the 


different districts, not only a_ large 
amount of control, but also considerable 
financial responsibility. I think any 
such measure which will not only decen- 
tralise but impose financial as well as 
professional responsibility will lead to 
beneficial results. 


I would only say one word upon the, 


motion of the noble Duke. The noble 
Lord who has just sat down said that 


sider necessary for the public service. 
We are aware that at the conclusion of 
the war we shall be confronted with a 
situation of great difficulty. The Army 
will probably for some time be consider- 
ably under its establishment. We do 
not admit that the existence of this 


exceptional difficulty need necessarily 


the contention of the War Office was that | 


increased pay or the abolition of stop- 
pages would be of no use in recruiting. I 


do not know that that has ever been the | 


contention of the War Office. No one 


can deny that some increase of pay, some | 


increase of pecuniary advantages, would 


probably bring more recruits; but the | 
question the War Office has to consider | 


is whether a certain large increase of pay | 3 
_ motion of the noble Duke. 


distributed over the whole Army would 


influence the whole of our military 
policy. We have to consider, not only 
the measures necessary to meet a special 
emergency which will undoubtedly occur 
at the end of the war, but we must also 
take into consideration those measures 


| which would be sufficient, and not more 


than sufficient, to maintain the necessary 
defensive forces in the future ; and so long 
as the Government retains the confidence 
of Parliament they cannot be relieved 
from their responsibility by any vote 
either of this House or even of the other. 
I do not think, therefore, that it would 
be to the interest of the public service that 
this House should give its assent to the 


produce an improvement in recruiting) *THe Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
commensurate with the expense. You | before this debate closes I wish to say that 


‘ 
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I am one of those persons who believe in 
toundations alike in buildings and organi- 
sation, and to give notice that I shall 
submit the following resolution to the 
House— : 

“That in the opinion of this House no 
scheme for the organisation of the military 
forces of the Crown can be considered sound 
and reliable which does not ensure that the 
ancient constitutional Militia force, the founda- 
tion of our existing system, is always kept up 
to its established quota, and so raised as not to 
compete for recruits, as the Militia now does, 
with the Regular Army. 


[ shall move it towards the end of the 
month, because my noble friend Lord 
Newton, who takes great interest in this 
question, and proposes to second my 
motion, cannot be here till then. I am 
an old Volunteer, but, having resigned 


my commission, because I look upon the | 
Volunteers as being the cause of the | 
Government not enforcing the existing 


military system, my withers are unwrung 
with regard to what the Duke of Bedford 
said about the Volunteers. I wish to 


enter my respectful protest against the | 
tone of the language used by the noble | 


Duke with regard to that force. He 
said that what stood in the way of the 
building of any system was rubbish, and 
that that rubbish was in a great measure 
the Volunteers. 
that is showing a want of consideration 
and tact towards a force which has been 
in existence now for forty-two years. 
During that time the members of that 
force have voluntarily taken upon them- 
selves the universal duty which, by the 
constitution of this country, every free- 
born Briton is bound to undertake—the 
duty of personal service in defence of the 
State—and it is ungracious and un- 
worthy of the noble Duke to speak of 
that force in the way he has done. 


THE Duke oF BEDFORD: After the 
debate which has taken place, I shall not 
trouble your Lordships to go to a division ; 
but in reply to the statement of the 
noble Marquess, that I had no right to 
say that the Government rations were 
insufficient without good reason, I wish 
to state that I have myself lived on 
soldiers’ rations and found them very 
insufficient. You are given bread for 
breakfast and bread and meat in the 
middle of the day, but you get nothing 
further till the next morning. That may 


The Earl of Wemyss 


{COMMONS} 


I venture to think that | 
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suit the noble Marquess, but it did not 
satisfy me. With your Lordships’ per- 
mission, | withdraw the motion. 


Motion, by leave of the House, with- 
drawn. 





| JUSTICES’ JURISDICTION 
| BILL [H.L.]. 

| House in Committee (according to 
| Order). Bill reported without Amend- 
| ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 


(LONDON) 


| Committee. 


BETTING. 
The Lords following were named of the 
| Select Committtee, viz. :— 
E. Derby. 
E. Harewood. 
E. Durham. 
V. Cobham. 
V. Gordon (E. Aberdeen). 
V. Peel. 
L. Bishop of Hereford. 
L. Newton. 
L. Davey. 


| The Committee to appoint their own 
| chairman. 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION (No. 2) 
BILL [H.L.]. 
Read 3% (according to Order); an 
| Amendment (privilege) made ; Bill passed, 
and sent to the Commons. 


|SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(APPEALS) BILL [H.L.]. 
Read 34 (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at a quarter before 
Eight of the clock, to Monday 
next, a quarter before Eleven of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 28th June, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 
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249 Message from 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the‘ 


case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 


{28 JuNE 1901} 


not previously inquired into, and which | 


are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 
Dover Harbour Bill [Lords]. 
Harrogate Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Harrogate Water Bill [Lords]. 
Ripon Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Stratton and Bude Improvement Bill 
| Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


STALYBRID ‘E, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND ELEC- 
TRICITY BOARD BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


LOCAL 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 


LOCAL 
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PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 

Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE reported 
from the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills, That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 


till Thursday next at half-past Eleven of 


' the clock. 


As amended, considered ; to be read the | 


third time upon Monday next. 


DISTRICT RAILWAY 
BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


METROPOLITAN 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP N). 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Arizona 
Copper Company, Limited, Order Con- 
firmation Bill, and West Surrey Water 
Bill, without amendment. 
Also Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 5) Bill, Tendring Hundred 


| Water Bill, Richmond Gas Bill, Derwent 
Valley Water Board Bill, and Petersfield 


and Selsey Gas Bill, with Amendments. 
Also Amendment to Milford Docks 


» Bill [Lords]. 


Also Amendments to Mersey Docks 
and Harbour Board Bill [Lords], without 


' Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


'** An Act to amend the Law with regard 


to the making of Bye-laws by County 
Councils.” County Councils (Byelaws) 
Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ““An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 


by the Board of Trade, under the Gas 


and Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, 


relating to Frimley and Farnborough 
District Water, Henley-on-Thames Water, 
Hungerford Water, South Staffordshire 


Sir JoHN BRUNNER reported from the | 


Committee on Group N of Private Bills, 
That the parties opposing the Local 


Government Provisional Orders (Hous- | 


ing of the Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill 


had stated that the evidence of Mr. John | 


Hepper, surveyor, of Leeds, was essential 
to their case ; and it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said John Hepper do attend the 
said Committee on Tuesday next, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That John Hepper do attend | 


the Committee on Group N of Private 
Bills on Tuesday next, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 


Water, and Wokingham Water.” Water 
Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Tram- 
ways Act, 1870, relating to Birkdale 
Urban District Council Tramways, 
Crompton Urban District Council Tram- 
ways, Leamington Tramways, Royton 
Urban District Council Tramways, Swin- 
don Corporation Tramways, and Wrex- 
ham District Tramways.’ Tramways 
Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ““An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating 
to Barry, Crompton, Foots Cray, Friern 
Barnet, Isle of Thanet (Rural), Newbury 
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Pudsey, Ross, Roundhay, and Royton.” 
Electrie Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, and 
Electric Lighting (Scotland) Act, 1890, 
relating to Clydebank, Crieff, Dalkeith, 
Dollar, Falkirk, Galashiels, Gourock, 
Jedburgh, Melrose, and Oban.” Elec- 


tric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) | 


Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating 
to Alnwick, Annfield Plain, Benfieldside, 


and Whitley and Monkseaton.” 


Bill [Lords]. 


{COMMONS} 
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And also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
confirm an agreement between the Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners and the Lessees 
of the Parsonage of Doncaster and cer- 
tain other heriditaments comprised in an 
Indenture of Lease dated the 2nd day of 
June, 1847 ; and to provide for the wind- 
ing up of certain trusts connected there- 
with which were created by the Don- 
caster Tithe Deed of 1821 ; and for other 
purposes.’’ Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill 
[Lords]. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL [Lords]. 


Lords’ Amendments to be considered 
upon Monday next. 


. | WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1 
Consett, Handsworth, Norton Pickering, | vaeretertin I ie 
St. Austell, Shildon and East Thickley, | 

Elec- | E 


tric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) | 


BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; referred to the 
xaminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 


and to be printed. [Bill 229.] 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘* An Act to con- | TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


firm certain Provisional Orders made | 


by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating 


to Bromsgrove, Goole, Ilkley, Lyndhurst, | and to be printed. 
the extension of the area of supply of the | 
Midland Electric Corporation for Power | g_EcTRIC 


Distribution, Limited, Northwood and 


Ruislip, Rickmansworth, Rishton, Great | 


(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; referred to the 


| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


[Bill 230.] 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; referred to the 


Harwood, and Clayton-le-Moors, and | Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


Warwick.” Electric Lighting Provi- 

sional Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords]. 
Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to con" 

firm certain Provisional Orders made by 


the Board of Trade, under the Electric | 


Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating 
to Lewisham and Penge.”’ 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill 
[Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to con- | 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by | 


the Board of Trade, under the Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, re- 
lating to Dearne Valley Water, Mid-Kent 
Water, Perranporth Water, Slough 
Water, and Tilehurst, Pangbourne, and 
District Water.”” Water Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to con- 
firm a Provisional Order under the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Act, 1899, relating to the Ayr County 


| ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


Electric | and to be printed. 


ELECTRIC 





ELECTRIC 








ELECTRIC LIGHTING 





and to be printed. [Bill 231.] 


PROVISION AL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


[Bill 232.] 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. 


[Bill 233.] 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; referred to the 


Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. 


[Bill 234.] 


PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; referred to the 


Buildings.”” Ayr County Buildings Pro- | Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
visional Order Confirmation Bill [Lords]. | and to be printed. [Bill 235.] 
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WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BILL [Lords]. | pad: 
| 
| 


Read the first time ; referred to the | 34 .Rp OF EDUCATION (WELSH INTER- 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, |“ \fpprate EDUCATION ACT, 1889). 
and to be printed. [Bill 236.] | Copy presented, of Report of the Board 
|of Education on the Administration of 
AYR COUNTY BUILDINGS PROVISIONAL | Schools, under the Welsh Intermediate 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL (Lords). | Education Act, 1889 [by Act]; to lie 


{[UspER THE Private LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | a 
(Scorranp) Act, 1899.] = the Table. 


Ordered to be read a second time upon | JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND 
Monday, 8th July, and to be printed. | WALES). 

° 927 | 
ei | Copy presented, of Judicial Statistics 

‘for England and Wales for 1899, Part 

DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL [Lords} | I. (Criminal) [by Command] ; to lie upon 

Read the first time ; and referred to| the Table. 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 

FINANCE ACCOUNTS. 


Bills. | 
‘olen ciate | Copy presented, of Finance Accounts 
| of the United Kingdom for the year 
PETITIONS. ended 31st March, 1901 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


aaa [No. 238.] 


EDUCATION BILL. wooD OREST 1D LAND 
Petition from Llandrillo, for altera- —_— ge ae bs 


on; Vo Re wpen he Teme. Copy presented, of Seventy-ninth Re- 


port of the Commissioners, dated 28th 


AMEAT ARS ee. aoa ‘June, 1901 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
GRADE AND EVENIN NTINUA.- | : ‘ 
TION SCHOOLS). | Table, and to be printed. [No. 239.] 


Sang e ae i per? other | ISLE OF MAN. 

a nw; tome Pare Account presented, of Revenue and 

shes | Expenditure for the year ended 31st 
|March, 1901, with the Report of the 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON | Comptroller and Auditor General there- 
SUNDAY BILL. 'on [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 


Petition from Totland Bay, in favour ;| to be printed. [No. 240.] 
to lie upon the Table. | 





CIVIL LIST PENSIONS. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO | Copy presented, of List of all Pensions 
CHILDREN BILL. 'granted during the year ended 20th 
Petitions in favour; from Hereford | June, 1901, and charged upon the Civil 
(nine); Ross; Twickenham; Enfield | List [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
(two) ; Northwich ; Hammersmith ; Ply- | to be printed. [No. 241.] 
mouth (two) ; Roehampton (two) ; | 
Acton; St. Pancras; Wandsworth;| ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
Dron; Birmingham; Carlisle; Hack- ACTS, 1881 AND 1892. 
ney ; Lemington-on-Tyne; West Dul-| Copy presented, of Thirty-seventh 
wich ; Blackpool; Bradninch ; Gilder- | Annual Report on Alkali, ete., Works 
oy ; and Llanelly ; to lie upon | iy the ys ee ee si 
the Table. by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
| be printed. [No. 242.] 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION | 
BILL. | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Petitions against ; from Marylebone ;| Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
and Peldon ; to lie upon the Table. | Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
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2640 and 2641 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


Questions 


SOUTH AFRICA. 
Copy presented, of Correspondence, 
ete., between the Commander-in-Chief 


in South Africa and the Boer Com- 
manders so far as it affects the destruction 
of property [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Charitable Endowments (London).— 


Further Return relative thereto [or- 

dered 2nd August, 1894; Mr. Francis 

Stevenson]; to be printed. [No. 243.] 

AND OFF-LICENCES, ETC. 
(BELFAST). 

Return ordered, ‘showing (1) the 
number of Spirit Grocers or Off-Licence 
Holders in Belfast ; (2) the number of 
such Licences granted within the past 
five years; (3) the number of Prosecu- 
tions against such Licence Holders during 
the past five years; (4) the number of 
Convictions recorded against such per- 
sons during the past five years (in con- 
tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 
46, of Session 1897).”—(Mr. Field.) 


GROCERS 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICA—NATIVE LABOUR IN 
THE GOLD MINES. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- , 
ask the: 
Secretary of State for the Colonies under | 


mouthshire, W.): I beg to 
what law or regulations and by what 
authorities (labour inspectors or others) 
matters relating to native labour in the 
gold mines of the Transvaal are at the 
present time being administered, and 
whether penalties of imprisonment with 
hard labour or lashes are now applicable 
as under the Pass Law and the Gold Law 
of 1896, which are enacted for the purpose 
of facilitating and promoting the supply 
of native labour in the gold diggings and 
for the better controlling and regulating 
of the natives employed. 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): The law in force is that 


{COMMONS} 


hon. 


_ to say, 


Gentleman has put on the Paper. 
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has been modified in favour of the natives 
by proclamation of the High Commis. 
sioner, under which magistrates’ courts 
and special criminal courts have been 
established. Any sentence imposed by a 
magistrate w hereby a penalty exceeding 
a fine of £10, or imprisonment for three 
months with or without hard labour, 
or twelve lashes is ordered must be for- 
warded to the legal adviser of the Govern- 
ment (Mr. Solomon) for confirmation, 
reduction, or quashing. As I have 
already stated in reply to a question on 
the subject, a circular has been issued 
by the legal adviser to the Transvaal 
Government, warning magistrates to be 
sparing in the use of the lash. 


Stir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Do I 
understand from the answer of the right 
Gentleman that contracts can be 
enforced by imprisonment with hard 
labour and with lashes at the discretion 
of the magistrate, subject to the refer- 
ence which he has mentioned—that is 
that forced labour is insisted on 
under these conditions ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir; 
that is not the question the right hon. 
lf he 
wishes information as to what is con- 
tained in that law in detail, I must ask 


him to give me notice of the question. 


Meantime, I will only say that the new 
law as affecting natives is much more 
favourable than the Gold Law under 


‘which they were regulated by the late 


Government. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: That I 
understand, but, unfortunately, the in- 
verted commas were omitted in the 
question as it appears upon the Paper. 
I quoted the preamble of the Gold Act, 
the provisions of which are for the pur- 


| pose of facilitating and promoting the 


supply of native labour in the gold dig- 


'gings and for the better controlling and 


of the late South African Republic, which — 


i 


regulating of the natives employ ed. Do 
I understand that, though modified, the 
‘ promoting and facilitating of the supply 
of labour in the goldfields” is. still 
enforced by imprisonment with hard 
labour and with lashes, though less in 
degree than under the former Act ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 


object to the way in which the question 
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has been put down. I can only say that |the medical officer’s report upon the 
I did not understand that the right hon. | state of health of the children in Bloem- 
Gentleman was quoting verbatim from | fontein camp has yet been received at the 
any particular Act, and under these | War Office ; and, if so, will it be published 
circumstances I must, I fear, ask the | in extenso, and will he say when. 
right hon. Gentleman for further notice. | 
| Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am/|E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman for | for War whether the doctor’s report on 
having mentioned that, because I am_ the state of health of the children confined 
informed that there is a law against in the Bloemfontein concentration camp 
inverted commas at the Table. When’ has been received, and will be laid before 
I put the question I quoted from the Parliament. 
Act, but the quotation is made to appear 
as if they were my own words. Lorp STANLEY: Lord Kitchener 
has been asked by telegraph if such a 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The rule has been report has been received, and to ask for it 
a very necessary one, as the right hon. if it has been received. The Secretary 
Gentleman would find if he had to deal of State cannot pledge himself to lay 
with notices; but Iam sure that if the a Paper until it is received. 
right hon. Gentleman had been aware 
of the rule his ingenuity would have) Mr. CHANNING asked when the 
enabled him to avoid the difficulty. War Office expected to receive the report. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am Lorp STANLEY: I really cannot 
obliged to you for that information, and, tell that, but judging from the length 
in future, when inverted commas are of time required for letters I should say 
struck out I will say, “* You will observe in about a month. 
these are not my words.” 

Mr. FLYNN: When the report is 


BOER REMOUNTS received will it be published in extenso / 


Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON (Staf- Lorn STANLEY: The Secretary of 
fordshire, Handsworth): I beg to ask State cannot pledge himself until he has 
the Secretary of State for War whether, yeeeived and read it. 
with the view of preventing the Boers 
from obtaining remounts, any system- \pr CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
atic plan has_ been formed for compul- Secretary of State for War whether he 
sorily purchasing all workable horses in gan state, or will obtain information and 
Cape Colony > and, if so, whether he has at a subsequent date state, what has been 
any information to the effect that this the number of children born in the 
plan Js being systematically and ex-  goncentration camps, and what has been 
haustively carried out. ‘the mortality among such children. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To ‘TANT RV ' th 

ca 3 Gece s,, | LORD STANLEY: I think this in- 
ae cane STANLEY, | formation can be obtained, and I will 
a systematic plan with this object has | i assis 


been carried out for six months past. | 
lite Naat VISITORS TO THE CAMPS OF CON: 
Sir H. MEYSEY-THOMPSON : Does’ CENTRATION —MR. ADRIAN HOFMEYR. 


that extend to all horses ? | Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
Lorp STANLEY : All horses that are gomeryshire): I beg to ask the Secretary 
serviceable. of State for War whether a gentleman 
| named Adrian Hofmeyr visited the 

: veer | camps of concentration in the Transvaal 

CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION. | and the Orange River Colony with the 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask | permission of the Government or of the 
the Secretary of State for War whether | military authorities ; and, if so, under 
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what circumstances and for what pur- 
poses such permission was given, and in 
what capacity he was acting. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have no informa- 
tion on the matter. In no case have the 
military authorities been guided from 
here as to permits given to visit the 
camps. 


{COMMONS} 


260 
| bullet and died from the effects of his 


‘wound, that the Boer general expressed 

his deep regret at the occurrence, and 
that every possible kindness was shown 
to the wounded soldiers by the Boers ; 
‘can he state the explanation, if any, 
which has been given of this statement ; 
‘and will the author of the telegram be 
continued in his position with the sanc- 
‘tion of the military authorities. 


Questions. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : Can the) 


noble Lord obtain any information on 
the subject of this question ? 


Lorp STANLEY: We can, ot course ; 
but the matter is entirely in the hands 
of the military authorities in South 
Africa, and the Secretary for War does 
not intend to interfere in any way with 
their discretion. 


STATUS OF THE BANK OF AFRICA. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he can state what reply he 
has received to his inquiry as to the 
reason for the conferring in last Septem- 


ber on the Bank of Africa, by a pro-, 


clamation issued by the Governor of 
Johannesburg dealing with the conduct 
of banking business in that city, the 
privilege of having its notes accepted as 
cash at all the Government offices within 


Lorp STANLEY: I am not aware of 
what action was taken by Lord Kitchener 
in this matter, or what explanation has 
been given of this statement, except that 

it was false. Any disciplinary action 
rests with Lord Kitchener, and I am not 
prepared to interfere in the matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has Lord 
Kitchener been communicated with, 
and is this man still to be allowed to act 
as a war correspondent ? 


Lorp STANLEY: I am_ perfectly 
certain that Lord Kitchener will take 
any action that he thinks desirable. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
noble Lord communicate with Lord 
Kitchener with regard to this matter. as 
he was communicated with with regard 
to Vlakfontein? I am one who has not 
unbounded faith in Lord Kitchener. 


the town and district of Johannesburg ; , 


and will he say at what date this inquiry 
was made and to whom it was directed. 


Lorp STANLEY: I have requested 
that a copy of the proclamation in ques- 
tion may be forwarded, and on its 


receipt I will give the hon. Member the | 


information he desires 


FALSE WAR NEWS. 
“Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
Lord Kitchener has made inquiry or 
demanded explanation from the author 
of a Reuter telegram, dated Krugersdorp, 
2nd February, stating that Dr. Walker, 


Lorp STANLEY: Lord Kitchener 
was communicated with, and his answer 
was that the statement was entirely 
false. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May I ask 
whether this war correspondent who has 
been convicted of shameless falsehood—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman is repeating the same 
question over and over again. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The noble 


Lord will not answer my question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


who was among the killed at Modder- | 


fontein, was finally despatched by a Boer, 
who battered in his head with a stone, 
whereas Captain G. H. Glasson, the 
officer in command of the post captured 
at Modderfontein, has stated that Dr. 
Walker was hit only once by a stray 


TIME-EXPIRED MEN IN SOUTH AFRICA 
—SOUTH WALES BORDERERS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 

I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 

' War can he state the reason why men of 

|the 6th Battalion Rifle Brigade who 
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were drafted into the South Wales | 
Borderers are being detained in South 
Africa beyond the term of their enlist-| 
ment ; whether he is aware that a man | 
named Dempsey has been detained for | 
several months beyond the term of his 
engagement ; that this man is the son 
of a poor shoemaker to whom he was a'| 
help at the trade, and will he cause him 
to be discharged and sent home forth- 
with. 





~Lorpv STANLEY: No Militia Re-| 
servists are being detained in South | 
Africa beyond the additional period to | 
which they are liable to serve under the | 
terms of their engagement. I agn not | 
aware of the particular case referred to. | 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Is the noble | 
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are not granted or have been discon- 
tinued. 


Lorp STANLEY:  Time-expired 
soldiers employed in the various War 
Department manufacturing and _ store 
establishments are paid, like other work- 
men, at the market rate ; and, therefore, 
like other workmen, are not entitled to 
superannuation allowances, though in 
certain cases they are entitled to a 
gratuity on discharge. Pensions were 
discontinued by the Superannuation Act 
of 1859. 


SALISBURY PLAIN MANGUVRES— 
COMPENSATION TO FARMERS. 


Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 





whether his attention has been called to 
| the damage caused by the trespass of 
| soldiers, before the last harvest, to the 
| crops on the farms adjoining Salisbury 
| Plain ; whether he has decided on what 
MILITIA UNIFORM. | principle compensation shall be paid ; 

RIC ORIEN Se _. | and whether, in view of the dissatisfac- 

CAPTAIN NORTON (Newington, W.): tion that prevails at the compensation 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | awarded by officers with no local or 
War if he can state whether, seeing that ‘expert knowledge, he can give an 
the letter ““ M”” has been removed from | assurance that in future when disagree- 
the uniform of the rank and file of militia ment arises no decision as to the amount 
regiments, it is proposed to issue a similar | of compensation shall be made until the 
regulation with respect to the uniform | statement of the farmers or their valuers 
of militia officers. | has been heard. 


Lorp STANLEY : The men wear the | 


name of the regiment on their uniform, : 
and when the “‘M” was removed the. been called to some cases of the nature 


number of the battalion was added to dis-| mentioned. The following is the pro- 
tinguish them from the men of the line | cedure adopted for deciding compensa- 
battalions. Officers do not wear the tion in the Salisbury Plain district ws 
name of the regiment on their uniform, | (1) An inquiry on the spot by a staff 
and it is for that reason the distinction Officer, referring when necessary to an 
in dress is maintained. | arbitrator approved by both sides; or 
| (2) in special cases the appointment of a 
' P a a ; board of officers to inquire into the case ; 
RETIRED mae oy WOOLWICH | or (3) in the case of artillery, the employ- 

é Piven serene ea /ment of representatives of local land 
NED "; hinsgie'gerl ean oe | — Hhngpe — et? ~— =. 
N.E.) : ask sec : wou e referred to the War Office. 
State for War whether his attention has | This procedure has been found to work 
been called to the fact that time-expired | wel], and I see no reason for disturbing it. 
soldiers employed in Woolwich Arsenal | 


are not entitled to pension on discharge, | tive, Cmmcehn i sone 
|] 7 g , o : | NE Liv sl rN 
although they are so entitled in other | LANGUAGES. 


departments, for example, prisons, Army 

Pay Office, barracks, parks; whether; *Str CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow- 
pensions were formerly granted in the| in-Furness): I beg to ask the Secretary 
Arsenal ; and, if so, can he say why they to the Admiralty whether he can state 


| 
VOL. XCVI. = [FourtH Series. ] K 


Lord aware that the terms of the engage- 
ment were not explained to this man ‘ 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 


Lorp STANLEY: My attention has 
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the percentage of British naval officers— | instance—the officers are required to 
who can converse freely in any one of the know several foreign languages ? 
languages of the great naval Powers— | i 

namely, France, Germany,and Russia ; | Mr. li tala Tam not 
and will he say what facilities or induce- | #W@T€ Of 2at- 
ments to acquire foreign languages are’ Mr. Gibson Bow.es (Lynn Regis) 
offered, and whether examinations are rose to put a supplementary question. 


held for the granting of certificates of | ’ 
proficiency to naval officers who may) *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


qualify in foreign languages ; and, if so, | question has been fully answered. 


how often the examinations are held Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Ma 
‘ > Mr. GIBSO) S: May I ask 
and the number of certificates that have this question. The hon. Gentleman 


been granted. has stated that four months leave 


Tue SECRETARY to THE ADMI- is given to officers to qualify themselves 
RALTY (Mr. ARNotp-Forster, Belfast, in foreign languages. All I wish to ask 
W.): 103 officers have certificates as; a8 a supplementary question is whether 
interpreters; their names and _ the the hon. Gentleman can say how many 
languages in which they are qualified officers have availed themselves of that 


are given on page 343 of the Navy List. , four months leave. 


This list does not of course exhaust the Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I shall 
number of officers who have a knowledge | },, happy to answer that question with 
of European and other foreign languages, j,otice 

but who have not presented themselves j 

for examination. For the instruction) yp SPEAKER: 
of officers in squadrons, where no French 
instructors are borne, officers qualified | 
as interpreters are granted an allowance. 
Allowances are granted to officers on 
foreign stations qualified to act as inter- 
preters in languages spoken within 
the limits of the command. No particu- 
lar dates are fixed for the examination 
for interpreterships, but candidates are 
allowed to apply for examination when . ee 
they please, opportunities being given ne geamppieaedl _— — nave. 
to candidates to improve their colloquial _ MR. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
knowledge by the grant of four months I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
leave on full pay to study on the Conti- Talty whether, when inviting tenders 
nent. Officers who, on examination in for supplies of meat for the Navy, he will 
Russian, obtain certificates of the 1st and | Tequire that home-grown beef be sup- 
2nd class, receive gratuities of £150 and_ plied. 


£75 respectively. | c ; : 
; zeae as | Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
*Sir CHARLES CAY ZER: Toincrease | no objection to stipulating for the supply 
the knowledge of foreign languages. | of home-bred cattle in places where 
Could not the Admiralty undertake to arrangements can be made for the 
give higher marks in the examination | slaughtering to be effected under proper 
of cadets for French, German, and) supervision, but otherwise the Admiralty 
Russian than for Greek and Latin ? | are not prepared to change the present 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said he was | SYSt¢™- 


entirely in sympathy with the view that ‘ + - 

the study of foreign languages should be | 1 CaPTaiN gike nen (Cork, E) Do 
encouraged, but there were difficulties | ae Pee Lene SOREN ORY Pte 
in the way. It was hoped, however, | Vision prohibiting or even limiting the 


that these might be overcome. | supply of foreign meat 3 


Sir J. FERGUSSON : Is it not the a Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I have 
that in other navies—the Swedish, for | quoted the actual terms of the present 


Some hon. Mem- 
bers appear to think that when a question 
seems naturally to occur te the mind 
upon hearing an answer, it necessarily 
arises out of the answer. Strictly speak- 
ing, a supplementary question is only 
in order when it is asked in order to 
elucidate some ambiguity or to supply 
some omission in the original answer. 
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contracts three times recently, and will’ 
repeat them again for the hon. Member’s 
information if he will give me notice. 


Questions. 


CapTAIN DONELAN: Am I to under- 
stand that they contain no such stipula 
tion ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: That is too 
hard a question. 


{28 JUNE 1901} 
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Parade, if so, can he state what the 
cost of it will be, and whether any oppor- 


tunity will be afforded of judging of the 


new building. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuctas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): Yes, Sir; this new 
wing is about to be erected at an esti- 
mated cost of £150,000. The design 
was exhibited for some time in the tea- 
room for the inspection of hon. Members. 


'If the hon. Member desires to see the 


CRUISE OF THE “HANNEL FLEET— 
VISIT TO ORKNEY. 

Mr. CATHCART WASON (Orkney 
and Shetland): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty if arrangements | 
can be made for the Channel Fleet to 
visit Orkney and Shetland during their 
next autumnal cruise. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Arrange- 
ments for the autumnal cruise of the 
Channel Fleet cannot be taken into 
consideration till after the mancenvres. 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET — TORPEDO | 
BOAT DESTROYERS. 
Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness) : I. 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Admiralty 
whether, seeing that fifty-four torpedo 
boat destroyers are required on the 
Mediterranean Station, he can explain 
why the squadron under Admiral Fisher’s 
command contains only twelve efficient 
vessels of this description. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The num- 
ber of destroyers in the Mediterranean 
at present is sixteen, of which two or 
three are usually under repair. The 
number fifty-four given by the hon. 
Member does not correspond with any 
standard of numbers established by the 
Admiralty. It is proposed to increase 
the number of destroyers in the Mediter- | 
ranean as soon as vessels are available 
for the purpose. 


design I shall be happy to show it him. 


ARABI PASHA. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


_E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether he 


can state the yearly allowance Arabi 
Pasha received while in Ceylon, and 
whether such or any allowance is to be 
continued to him. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester) : 


Arabi Pasha has been in receipt of an 


allowance of £600 a year from the 


Egyptian Government while in Ceylon. 
His Majesty’s Government have not 
yet been informed what arrangements 
the Egyptian Government propose to 
make for the future. 


COAL DUTY REMISSIONS. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer if he is aware that it is a com- 
mon practice to ship mixed cargoes of 
coal of varying qualities, or partly large 
and partly small, at one price per ton 
for the whole cargo; whether, in such 
cases, when the price is below 6s. per 
ton, the duty will be remitted on the 
whole cargo, though the market price of 
some of the cargo, if sold independently, 
might at the time be above the limit 


‘of remission; and, if not, will he say 


NEW ADMIRALTY BUILDINGS. 
Mr. CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether it has been decided to 
erect a fourth wing to the Admiralty | 
buildings fronting the Horse Guards 


who will determine the prices of the 


Various qualities in cases of dispute. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): I am afraid that per- 
mission to average prices f.o.b. would 


K 2 








267 Questions. 
give a very serious extension to the 
concession I have made. That con- 
cession is “that a rebate of duty shall 
be allowed on any coal the value of 


{COMMONS} 


which f.o.b. is proved to the satisfaction | 
of the Commissioners of Customs not to | 


exceed 6s. per ton.” Therefore, when 
an exporter claims this rebate in respect 
of a mixed cargo of coal, he must prove 
to the satisfaction of the Customs how 
much of that cargo consisted of coal 
of a value f.o.b. not exceeding 6s. a 
ton. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: [I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if any 
accurate estimate can be arrived at of the 
loss to the revenue by the remission of 
the duty in respect ot the cheaper coals 
without forecasting the course of the 
market and of prices during the re- 
mainder of the financial year ; and if he 
will state, in arriving at the estimated 
loss of £100,000 to the revenue, what 
quantities of coal he anticipates will be 


exported at a price below 6s. per ton in ' 


the three months ending 30th September, 
31st December, and 3lst March next, 
respectively. 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: Of course 
any estimate might be considerably 
affected by any great rise or fall in 
present prices; but [ must decline to 
give the figures for which the hon. 
Member asks. I have never known such 
a request made with regard to any esti- 
mate before. } 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: 


you arrive at the estimate ? 


But how did 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That is a 
question such as has never before been 
addressed to me since I became Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer six years ago. 


MACHINERY CLEANING ACCIDENTS. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether it is possible to give a 
Return of the accidents which occurred 


through cleaning under machinery in. 


motion, and cleaning machinery in 
motion, during the last year, or other 
recent period for which figures are avail- 


able. 
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*THe SECRETARY .or STATE Forh 
THa HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Rir- 
cH1gE, Croydon): As regards accidents 
through cleaning machinery in motion 
the right hon. Baronet will find a table 
with reference to the year 1899 in the 
Chief Inspector of Factories’ Report for 
that year. The figures for 1900, which 
will appear in the forthcoming Report, 
are six fatal and 1,635 non-fatal accidents, 
I am afraid that it is not possible to give 
figures as to accidents caused by cleaning 
under machinery in motion. 


PREVENTION OF RAILWAY 
ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. BELL (Derby): I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if he can 
state when the rules made under the 
Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Act 
will be ready and put into operation, and 
what is being done to promote the adop- 
tion of automatic couplings. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 


Central): A large number ot objections 


to the draft rules have been received 
from railway companies and others, and 
as the hon. Member is, no doubt, aware 
if these objections are not removed the 
objectors have, under the statute, a 
right of appeal to the Railway and Canal 
Commissioners. Lord James of Hereford 
has kindly consented to deal with the 
objections, and I hope that they may be 
removed without incurring the delay 
which appeals would necessarily cause. 
It is obvious that I cannot say when the 
rules will come into operation. but every. 
step consistent with the procedure under 
the Act will be taken to expedite matters. 
As to the other part of the hon. Member's 
question, I understand experiments are 
being made by the railway companies 
which will prepare the way for any action 
the Board may take hereafter. I can 
assure the hon. Member that the question 
will not be lost sight of. 


HIGHLAND RAILWAY 
VALUATION. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, as repre- 
senting the Secretary for Scotland, 
whether he is aware that, under the pre- 
sent system of railway valuation in 
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Scotland, the Highland Railway Com- | 
pany will this year escape liability to 
assessment for poor and school purposes 
in respect of many parishes through 
which the railway passes, and in which 
it has railway stations ; and, seeing that 
these conditions impose difficulties on 
many parishes in the Highlands, will 
he consider the expediency of intro-| 
ducing legislation with a view to amend 
the system of railway valuation in Scot- 
land. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): There is 
no possibility of legislating on the subject 
suggested in the question of the hon. 
Member at present. I must not be held 
as accepting in all respects the accuracy 
of the assumptions made by the hon. 
Member in the first paragraph of his 
question. 


Mr. WEIR: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman received no communication 
from the Ross-shire County Council 
bearing out the statement in my 
question ? 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Facts 


are one thing and assumption another. 


HOLY TRINITY CHURCH SCHOOL, 
SOUTHPORT. 

Mr. MARSHALL HALL (Southport) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he is aware that two scholars, 
aged twelve and seven respectively, 
attending the Holy Trinity Church day 
school at Southport were required to 
attend the service at Holy Trinity on 
Ascension Day, and that the mother of 
the scholars in question, Mrs. Pickavant, 
of 11, Kensington Road, Southport, 
had given instructions to her children 
not to attend such service, and had 
formally withdrawn them under the 
Conscience Clause from the teaching of 
the Church Catechism in the school, 
and whether the Vice-President will 
take steps to prevent the recurrence of 
such irregularity. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): No. The Board 
of Education have received no complaint | 
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from Mrs. Pickavant on the subject, and 
there is no reason to think that the 


_ provisions of the Elementary Education 


Act are not observed in the school. 


BURNLEY HIGHER GRADE SCHOOL. 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY (Breck- 
nock): I beg to ask the Vice-President 


| of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
|tion, having regard to the fact that 


the Burnley School Board has asked 
permission to transform its higher 


grade school into a higher elementary 


school, and that the Board of Education 
has refused to allow the school to be 
continued either as a higher grade 
or asa higher elementary school, whether 
he can state what provision he suggests 
should be made for the 3,000 children 
at present in the upper standards and 
above, many of whom are receiving 
and desire to receive instruction beyond 
the ordinary day school code. 


Sir J. GORST: The children in the 
upper standards can be legally instructed 
in the schools of the Burnley School 
Board. There is, as the Board of 
Education are advised, ample accommo- 
dation in Burnley for all scholars desiring 
instruction higher than elementary. 


Mr. CHARLES MORLEY: Is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
grammar school accommodation, to which 
his answer presumably refers, is already 
filled with children of the middle class, 
and that a fee of eight guineas per 
year is charged ? 


Sir J. GORST: I am not aware of 
that, but I am informed that there is 
ample accommodation for those who 
wish to go to a higher school. If, 
however, the hon. Gentleman can give 
me any information to the contrary I 
will inquire. 


IRISH RURAL DISTRICT 
ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. KENNEDY (Westmeath, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
memorandum of 
county at large charges towards which 
urban districts are liable to contribute, 
recently issued to local authorities in Ire- 
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land by the Local Government Board, the 
cost of audit of county at large accounts 
was omitted, and that rural districts 
are now obliged to pay not only for 
their own district audit but also for 
the county at large which embraces 
accounts with the urban districts ; 
and, seeing these accounts are propor- 
tionate to their contribution on rateable 
valuation, whether he will cause the 
Local Government Board to issue a 
revised memorandum. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): The 
memorandum was issued not as an 
instruction, but with the object of 
eliciting the opinions of local authorities. 
Various modifications have been sug- 
gested, and these, together with the 
hon. Member’s proposal, will be carefully 
considered by the Board before definite 
action is taken. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: When may we 
expect a definite decision ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It shall be given 


without any undue delay. 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL SCHEMES. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland who is the gentleman 
in charge of the approval or otherwise 
of schemes made under the Agricultural 
Act by local authorities ; will he explain 
why the scheme made by the Longfor 
County Committee on 26th January 
was only sanctioned on 26th April, 
after three months delay; and will the 
organisation of the Department be altered 
so as not to have such delays. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The approval of 
the Department is given to these schemes 
after examination, inspection, and report 
by its expert officers. No undue delay 
has taken place in the consideration of 
these schemes, which involve in all 
instances the organisation of a system 
of education new to Ireland and the co- 
ordination of that system with the work 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no par. 
ticular officer in charge of that work. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman give me the names of 
the several officers who have to do with 
it? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I[ think the assist- 
ant secretary is the person who, perhaps, 
attends to it more closely than anyone: 
else. 


IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
RESIDUAL GRANT. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E,): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state when the balance of the 
residual grant usually paid in March will 
be paid to the Irish national teachers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed by 
the Commissioners that, with the pay- 
ments made in April the full payment of 
residual grant to all teachers was com- 
pleted. 





| Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
| W.): What decision has the right hon. 
Gentleman come to in regard to the 
particular case presented to him ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Of course the hon. 
Member knows I have to refer these 
questions to the Commissioners. That 
has been done, and they tell me that 
where there are exceptional circumstances 
they will be exceptionally considered. I 
have had no reply from them as to the 
particular case referred to. 





Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL: When 
will you have a reply ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I will communicate 


again with the Commissioners. 


BALLYSHANNON POLICE. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he can state 





of other educational authorities. 


Mr. Js P. FARRELL: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not given me the name 
of the gentleman | asked fot. 


the numbers of Roman Catholic and 
Protestant constables respectively sta- 
tioned at Ballyshannon before the transfer 
thereto of the present head constable, the 
numbers at present, and if any reason. 
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can be assigned for the increase of Pro- 
testant constables in a district where over 
90 per cent. of the people are Roman 
Catholics. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers are 
nine and three, respectively, before the 
transfer, and eight and five at present. 
The variations are due to the exigencies 
of the public service and are merely 
ordinary fluctuations. 





DUNFANAGHY sane RENT APPLICA- 

Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | 
say when judgment will be delivered in | 
the fair rent applications heard by Sub- 
Commission No. 1 at Dunfanaghy, county 
Donegal, on 11th December, 1900, and 
what is the cause of the great delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Judgment was 
delivered in the cases referred to at the 
end of March. 


LONGFORD COUNTY COUNCIL AND 
IRRECOVERABLE RATES. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether it is within his know- 
ledge and with his sanction that the Local 
Government Board for Ireland have re- 
versed the practice, which after full con- 
sideration they have followed for two 
successive half-years, of sanctioning the 
cancelling of rates which the Longford 
County Council had carefully considered 
and found to be irrecoverable ; and 
whether he is prepared to receive a depu- 
tation consisting of two members of the 
council and the secretary to discuss this 
matter, and put forward the claim of the 
council for a reversal of the Board’s 
present action. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board has not 
reversed the practice adopted on former 
occasions. It has no power to sanction 
the striking off of rates which are legally 
recoverable, even though at the time they 
are practically uncollectible, and the 
county council has been so informed. 
The Board has applied to the council for a 
statement showing what steps have been 
taken by the collectors to recover the 
arrears ; when this statement is received 
the matter will be further considered. 
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Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman receive a deputation 
from the county council on this subject ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board have 
applied for certain facts, and on receiving 
them they will further consider them. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Does the right 
hon. Gentleman then refuse to receive the 
deputation ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : It would be useless 
for me to see it until the statement had 
been received and considered. 


;}WHITE ESTATE, BANTRY. 

Mr. GILHOOLY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state approxi- 
mately when the sale of the White Estate, 
‘near Bantry, county Cork, will take 


| place. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot at present 
assign a date, even approximately. ‘i he 
land judge issued a request for an in- 
spection under the 40th section on the 
11th instant. The inspection will be 
carried out as soon as possible. 
COTTAGES IN COUNTY 

CORK. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork, Mid) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that, at the recent inquiry into an im- 
provement scheme under the Labourers 
(Ireland) Acts, promoted by the Cork 
Rural District Council, several cottages 
were rejected by the Local Government 
Board inspector for the reason, as specified 
by him, that the cottages were apparently 
not required ; and, whether an inspector 
is empowered on these grounds to reject 
applications for labourers’ cottages when 
those applications are supported by 
sworn evidence as to unsanitary con- 
ditions, and the necessity for the cottages 
proved by the medical officers and the 
rural district councillors representing the 
electoral divisions concerned. 


LABOURERS’ 





Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The opinion of the inspector was arrived 
at after a careful examination of the 
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evidence. The suggestion that new cot-| notice into the pocket of a man named 
tages should be passe! as a matter of Ryan; whether he will explain why a 
course where the existing houses are con- | public sworn inquiry was refused ; and, 
demned and the rural district council | whether any inquiry has been held in 
support the application, cannot be acceded | connection with the discharge of these 
to, as there may be other houses available two policemen,what has been the result of 
in the district, or labourers may not be such inquiry, and what has become of the 
required at the place selected. /'man Ryan in connection with whose 
arrest the policemen have been dis- 
charged. 


Questions, 


‘ Capt. DONELAN : Is the right hon. 
entleman aware that the Local Govern- , . 
ment Board Inspector recently rejected a Mr. WY NDHAM : ‘ These vi glee 
number of applications in the Middleton not tried by a disciplinary court of in- 
district ? | quiry or any description of sworn inquiry, 
/and it was decided by the Crown that 
Mr. WYNDHAM: I was not aware, | there was not evidence to preter acriminal 
charge of conspiracy against them. The 
Lord Lieutenant, however, was so satis- 
| fied that their conduct had been improper 
| in the case, that he exercised his statutory 
PRE-EMPTION RIGHTS IN COUNTY | authority in discharging them from the 
CORK. force. I have no knowledge of the 
Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the movements of the man Ryan and do not 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | propose to make inquiry. 
of Ireland whether he can state the 
number of cases in the west riding of | Mr. DILLON: The right hon. Gentle- 
Cork in which, during the last ten years, | man has not answered my question as to 
landlords exercised the right of pre- whether a public inquiry was refused 
emption under the Land Acts; and, these men, and what has become of 
seeing that when this right is exercised Ryan ? 
the true value as assessed in the courts is | 
invariably but one-third of the selling) Mr. WYNDHAM: The case against 
value in the open market, will he, for) Ryan broke down, and Ryan was at 
the protection of Irish tenant farmers, | once discharged, and walked away. I 
recommend to His Majesty's Government | believe Sheridan asked for an inquiry, 
the advisability of introducing a Bill to| but the Lord Lieutenant, in the exercise 
secure to the occupiers an absolute right | of his discretion, refused to grant it. 


of free sale. 
riven : Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In view 
eel aga Pi slags poi ‘of the fact that the charge has been 
1] Pe uy Cognisance of cases | made, and that it is commonly believed 


such as the question refers to where li 
ee 8 cemen planted a 
under Section 1 (3) of the Land Law Act, | - a ain, Ses nope “ chm f the 
1881, the parties having disagreed they | ee a Re eee 
: 5 ’}man Ryan, will the right hon. Gentle- 


apply to the court to fix the true value. | man consider the advisability of having 
[he number of such cases in the past : 


ten years, in the district referred to, is | oe ee eres * 

six. Two applications are pending. The} jm WYyNDHAM: No. Sir: in conse- 

reply to the second paragraph is in the | quence of the nature of the evidence 

praene. | given by the officers, the charge broke 
| down altogether, and there, so far as the 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY—CASES Irish Government is concerned, is an end 
OF SHERIDAN AND MAHONY. | of the matter 


but I imagine that if so there were good 
reasons. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of! Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then 
Ireland whether Sergeant Sheridan and are we to understand there has been no 
Constable Mahony, recently discharged investigation into this charge of planting 
from the Royal Irish Constabulary, were | a threatening notice in the pocket of the 
charged with putting a threatening ' man Ryan ? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
man must not understand that. The 
ofticers brought forward their case in 
court, and their evidence was found 
not to be trustworthy. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Then 
may I ask the right hon. Gentleman—--- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
question on the Paper has been fully 
answered. 


COUNTY ROSCOMMON ASSISTANT 
SURVEYORS. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Local 
Government Board are prepared to 
sanction the appointment of two addi- 
tional assistant surveyors for the county 
Roscommon at £50 a year each, on the 
condition that the salaries of the three 
existing assistant surveyors remain the 
same as when they were under the grand 
jury—namely, £80 a year each. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board propose to hold a_ local 
inquiry to determine, under the pro- 
visions of the statute, the increase of 
remuneration in proportion to the in- 
crease of duties payable to these officers, 
and at this inquiry the question of the 
alteration of the assistant surveyors’ 
districts and the necessity for the appoint- 
ment of additional surveyors will be fully 
considered by the inspector. 


CARRICK-ON-SHANNON WATER- 
WORKS. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state what steps 
the Local Government Board have taken 
to have the townlands of Townparks 
fixed as the area of charge for the Carrick- 
on-Shannon Waterworks in accordance 
with the original sealed order made by 
the Local Government Board when the 
waterworks were constructed. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As stated by me 
yesterday, the question of the areas of 
charge for special sanitary expenses is 
still under consideration. 


BELLEEK POLICE. 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he would 
state the number of Protestant and the 
number of Roman Catholic constables 
stationed at the village of Belleek, county 
Fermanagh, and how far that place is 
from Ballyshannon. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is it in order 
to put a merely geographical question ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Five of the six 
constables stationed at Belleek are Roman 
Catholics. The village is five miles from 
Ballyshannon. 


IRISH BOOKBINDERS’ COMPLAINTS. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has yet received the Report from the 
Commissioners of Education in Ireland 
as to the complaints sent by him to them 
from the Bookbinders’ Society ; and, if 
so, what steps he purposes to take to meet 
the claims of these men. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir ; I am still 
in correspondence with the Commis- 
sioners on this subject. 


Mr. NANNETTI: May I remind the 
right hon. Gentleman that he asked me to 
put this question down a fortnight ago? 
Ought we not to have a reply by now ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am disappointed 
that none is ready. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Do 
these Commissioners ever sit and do any 
work ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has said that he 
cannot possibly answer the question on 
the Paper. 


LEITRIM EVICTIONS. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the eviction campaign now pro- 
ceeding on the Tottenham estate at 
Kiltyclogher, county Leitrim ; whether 
he is aware that 100 police are engaged 
in the campaign, and that the first 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 1/ person evicted was an old woman aged 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the| over eighty years, who was left in a ditch, 
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and on what grounds a number of people | molested by the people, and that the 
who were looking on were batoned by the! reason for the taking down of their 
police. structure by the people of Camolin on 
‘the 2lst instant, when it was attempted 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The Sheriff of to be erected, was that Mr. Robb and his 
Leitrim requisitioned protection in the | friends erected it in front of the residence 
toe of sag 3 pert —— on of the Roman Catholic curate at Camo- 
this estate. A force of 100 police was lin, within three yards of his house, and 
ordered to protect him and his assistants. | blocking access to the road ; and in view 
a evictions were carried out on oe ‘of the fact that Protestants took part in 
25th instant ; in one case a woman of taking Mr. Robb’s structure asunder, 
the age stated was put out, and in two’ and of the irritation caused by proceed- 
other cases the ejectments were post- ings like those of Mr. Robb and his 
on as Sage om a sick person ~ — on the Irish eee will, in 
louse. .NO evictions were Carried out) order to prevent a breach of the peace, 
on the 26th instant. Yesterday two | weed vob 4 representations to the leaks 
evictions were carried out, and two were | of the Evangelistic and Missionary 
abandoned on account of sickness in the Alliance as will cause them to refrain 
houses. There is no truth whatever in | from such acts. 
the statement in the last paragraph ; the | 
police did not draw their batons. | Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are 
ite ‘ | generally as stated. The police did not 
Mr. FLYNN: Why _were ea many anticipate an attack on the structure. 
police drafted into the district ? |No violence was offered to persons. A 
— ‘. _prosecution has been directed against 
Mr. WYNDHAM: No more were sent | seven individuals who were identified 
than were necessary. by the police on the charge of riot and 
unlawful assembly. 


Str THOMAS ESMONDE: The right 
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CAMOLIN DISTURBANCES. 





Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that a wooden hall for Gospel | 
services was erected at the village of 
Camolin, county Wexford, on the 21st 
instant, by Mr. A. H. Robb, of the 
Evangelistic and Missionary Alliance ; 
that on the same night, at 9.30, an 
attack was made on the hall, in which no 
service was being held, by a crowd of 
about 300 Roman Catholics, and the hall 
knocked down and the woodwork 
broken ; and that the two policemen 
present were utterly powerless to protect | 
the place, and the men who were in 
charge chased into the police barracks ; 
and whether any persons have been, 
made amenable for this outrage. | 


The following Question also appeared | 
on the Paper— | 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford: | 
N.): To ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware | 
that Mr. A. H. Robb and his associates | 


county Wextord for some weeks un- 


have been carrying on their operations in | 


hon. Gentleman has not answered the 
first part of my question. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe the facts 
are as stated. The hut was erected ona 
piece of waste ground under the bedroom 
window of the Roman Catholic curate’s 
house, and about ten feet distant there 
from. It did not block access to the road. 
One Protestant was identified as taking 
part in the attack upon the hut. I 
doubt the expediency of making repre- 
sentations as suggested at the end of the 
question. 


Mr. TULLY: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman give the same facilities for 
erecting huts for evicted tenants ? 


Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr): 
What right have those marauders there ? 


| *Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order !_ 


LAND JUDGE’S COURT, IRELAND. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, S.): 1 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he will state 
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the number of estates at present in the! Mr. DALY: The right hon. Gentle- 
Land Judge’s Court in Ireland, the) man has not answered the last part of 
number of officials employed in the court | my question. 

and the amount of salary they receive, | 

the number of receivers acting for the. Mr. WYNDHAM: The shares of 
court, and the number of solicitors acting counties and rural districts paid in 
for the several parties concerned in the | respect of the financial year 1899-1900 
said estates. | will be found fully set forth in the Board's. 

7 last annual Report. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of | 
estates pending in the Land Judge’s | 
Court on the 1st November last is stated | 
in the Judicial Statistics to have been | ee ae i 
2,776. The number of officials employed | | MR. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
in the court, with their salaries, will be W-): I beg to ask the Chiet Secretary to 
found at page 300 of the Annual Esti- | the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 

he has received reports on the practice 

of boarding out harmless lunatics in 

solicitors employed by the several parties Belgium and __other countries, and 

fo at Weegee | whether he will consider the question. 

|of introducing legislation to enable 

*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) :| Boards of Guardians and lunatic asylum 

The right hon. Gentleman has given the authorities to board out harmless lunatics 
number of receivers at 396. 
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mates for the current year. The number | 
of receivers is 396. The number of 


One | in Ireland. 
receiver may act for a number of estates, | 
and the number of estates given last year | 
was 1,290. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have received 
information with respect to the practice 
_ referred to, and I am considering whether 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT CARRICK.| it would be advantageous in Ireland. 
MACROSS AND CASTLEBLANEY. | 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg! ULSTER CUSTOM—GOSFORD ESTATE. 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can | 


state how much per annum is the Ex- 
chequer contribution to the unions of 


Carrickmacross and Castleblaney, re- | 
spectively, for labourers’ cottages already | 


built in these unions, and whether he is 
aware that schemes for the erection of 


labourers’ cottages are in progress in | 
these unions; and can he say how) 
much of the £40,000 grant-in-aid of the | 


building of labourers’ cottages in Ireland 


under the Land Act of 1896 will be! 
available annually in the unions men- | 


tioned. 


| Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether his attention has been called to 
the evidence in the case of Ballantine v. 
the Earl of Gosford, to the effect that it 
/had been the practice on the Gosford 
‘estate for sixteen years to treat the 
| Ulster Custom as non-existent where 
the tenant had gone into the Land Court 
to have a fair rent fixed, a course of con- 
duct which Mr. Justice Andrews said 
could not be sustained at law; and, 
whether, on this evidence and the general 
effect to defeat the Custom throughout 


| Ulster, he will consider the necessity of 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The payments out | legislation to protect the tenants in the 


of this grant are not a fixed annual sum. 


| exercise of their legal rights. 





The share of each county in the grant is | 

distributed annually amongst the rural} Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ;ror 
districts in proportion to the yearly; IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
expenditure of each such district on} derry, N.): My attention has been called 
labourers’ cottages. When the schemes | to a newspaper report of the evidence in 
now in progress in the unions men-! this case, which was substantially to the 
tioned are carried into effect the expendi-| effect stated. The judgment of Mr. 
ture on cottages will be taken into account | Justice Andrews, however, declared the 
in determining the share payable to each | law, and by the publicity given to it the 
union. tenants will no doubt be fully informed. 
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of their rights. Whether any further | 
legislation is necessary to protect and | 
enforce the Custom, which is the object 
of the Bill introduced by the hon. Mem- 


ber for North Antrim, will be considered. | 


fLOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
RULES, AND RULES OF COURT. 
Mr. KENNEDY: I beg to ask Mr. | 
Attorney General for Ireland whether | 
he is aware that, at the last spring assizes | 
held at Trim, the judge was unable to | 
determine a petition presented by the 
Meath County Council under Section 10 
(3) of the Local Government (Ireland) 
Act, 1898, owing to the dates prescribed 
by the rules of court being inconsistent 
with those prescribed by the Local | 
Government Board ; whether those rules 
have since been so revised as to enable | 
the said petition to be determined at the 
assizes to be held on the Ist July next ;' 
and whether he will advise the Govern- 
ment to recoup the county council the | 
costs of this second application. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The facts, I 
believe, are as stated in the first para- 
graph. The Local Government Board 
have drafted a fresh Order rescinding the 
previous Order of 9th May, 1899, and 
Substituting provisions which will not 
conflict with the Rules of Court Order | 
of 13th May, 1899. The proposed Order 
is now before the Lord Chancellor. 
There is no fund out of which to recoup 
the county council, as suggested. 
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about £300,000, is at the Bank of Ireland. 
No interest is received upon it, but the 
bank, in consideration of it, keeps 
accounts of the various funds in court, 
whether cash or securities. The corre- 
sponding cash liability is between 
£500,000 and £600,000. Apart from 


|other considerations, I do not think it 


would be prudent to make any draft 
upon the cash balance, and I can hold out 
no hope of the legislation which would 
be necessary for the purpose. The cash 
balance has been increasing in recent 
years, but it is less than it was fifteen 
years ago. I have already pointed out 
to the hon. Member that, besides the 
Local Loans Fund, there are other funds 


| available in Ireland from which loans 


might be made for the purposes in which 
he is interested. 


CROWN QUIT RENTS. 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer whether he can 
state what amount of money has been 
paid into the Treasury under the Pur- 
chase Acts (Ireland) as payments to the 
Woods and Forests Fund; will he state 
whether this quit rent is the property of 
the Crown in Ireland ; and, if so, how this 
money has been spent ; and whether, in 
future, it can be made available for 
re-afforestation purposes in Ireland. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Between 
the passing of the Land Law (Ireland) 
Act, 1881, and the 3lst March, 1901, 
the sum of £171,103 has been paid, not 
to the Treasury, but to the Commis- 


'sioners of Woods and Forests, for the 


SUPREME COURT, IRELAND—SUITORS’ 
MONEY. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) - | 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- | 
chequer whether he can state the amount 
of money standing to the credit of suitors 
in the Supreme Court, Ireland ; whether 
he can state upon what terms this money 
is allowed to remain in bank ; whether, 
seeing that the fund increases yearly, 
he will consider the advisability of ad- 
vancing loans from the accumulations 
for works in Ireland. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: A Return, 
giving full and detailed information on 
this subject is in proof (House of Com- 
mons Paper, 201) and will be issued very 
shortly. The cash balance, which is 


redemption of quit rents payable for lands 
in Ireland, which quit rents were the 
property of the Crown. The purchase 
moneys have been merged in the general 
capital account of the Commissioners, 
and, under the Crown Lands Act, 1829, 
must be invested in the purchase of land 
or other hereditaments, or {the redemp- 
tion of charges or incumbrances on land 


‘already belonging to the Crown. It 


could not, therefore, be used for the pur- 
poses suggested. 

Mr. FIELD: The right hon. Gentle- 
man has not stated where the moneys 
have been spent. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The Trea- 


sury have nothing to do with that. The 
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money is paid into the Commissioners’ 
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by the teachers in recent years have been 


account, and they invest it according | trebled but the pensions lowered, and 


to law in the purchase of land and other | 
hereditaments. 


Mr. FIELD: But where is the money 
invested—in Great Britain or in 
Ireland ? 


that the Treasury has recouped itself for 


the £18,000 given to the general fund by 


withholding the retiring allowance for- 
merly paid to the Irish teachers; and 
whether, as the British Teachers’ Pension 
Fund received substantial aid from the 


_ Treasury, a similar and proportionate 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I cannot 
say where. 
Mr. HERBERT LEWIS = (Flint 


Boroughs) : Has not much been invested 
in London ground rents ? 


Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: A con- 
siderable sum has been no doubt, but land 
has also been purchased in various parts 
of the United Kingdom. 


IRISH GEOLOGICAL SURVEY—CASE OF 
F. W. EGAN. 

Str MICHAEL FOSTER (London 
University): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury whether his attention 
has been called to the case of the late 
Mr. F. W. Egan, of the Geological Survey 
of Ireland, whose death on 6th January, 
1901, was shown by medical evidence 
to be due to injuries received by his being 
thrown on 17th July, 1899, through no 
default of his own, from an Irish ear on 
which he was travelling in discharge of 
his duty on the survey ; and whether, 
since Mr. Egan’s death was due to an 
injury specifically attributable to the , 
nature of his duty, he is prepared, under 
the provisions of the Superannuation 
Act of 1887, to grant to the widow some 
gratuity or annual allowance. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Austen CHAm- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir, 
a pension of £65 16s. 8d. per annum has 
been awarded to Mr. Egan’s widow. 


IRISH TEACHERS’ PENSIONS. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
can state from what source or sources 
the Irish Pension Fund is drawn, whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that the Imperial Treasury does not con- 
tribute to it, that the premiums paid 


grant will be made to the Irish fund. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


'The Irish Teachers’ Pension Fund is 


drawn from (1) an endowment of 
£1,300,000 appropriated to the purpose 
out of the Irish Church surplus; (2) 
premiums deducted from the salaries 
of teachers ; (3) grants-in-aid voted by 
Parliament from time to time. I cannot. 
admit that the Treasury does not con- 
tribute to the fund or that the premiums 
paid by the teachers have of late years 
been trebled, or that the pensions have 
on the whole been lowered. No retiring 
allowances or gratuities have been discon- 
tinued, except in the case of teachers 
who have elected to receive increased 
allowances from the fund established in 
1880. The Vote for teachers in England 
and Wales is £58,315. The grant-in-aid 
proposed for the Irish Teachers’ Pension 
Fund is £18,750. This proportion does 
not appear unfavourable to Ireland. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Is it 
not the fact that the pensions in the first 
class have been reduced, and that the 
contribution—— 


_*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


hon. Member is commenting on the- 
answer. 


ROSSCARBERY MAILS. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork 
County, 8.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, whether he is 
aware that letters posted in London for 
the 8.45 evening mail do not arrive at 
Rossearbery until 8 o'clock the second 
following morning, whether the mails 
are detained in Clonakilty, a town eight 
miles from Rosscarbery, from 2 o'clock 
the previous day, and, if so, will steps 
be taken to forward the mails to Ross- 
carbery on their arrival at Clonakilty. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The Postmaster General will cause 
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inquiry to be made ; the result shall be 
communicated to the hon. Member as 
‘soon as possible. 


IRISH LAND LEGISLATION. 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
state what course the Government 


intend to take in regard to the Irish | 


Land Bill promised to be introduced in 
‘tthe King’s Speech. 


Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.): I beg | 
at the same time to ask the First Lord | 


of the Treasury whether he is aware that 
the sales of land under the Land Act of 
1896 in Ireland are progressing slowly ; 
and whether, as there is nearly a quarter 
of the land of Ireland in the Encum- 
bered Estates Court, the Government 
propose to expedite sales by the improve- 
ment of the fortieth section. 


- Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 238 


(the policy and progress of shipbuilding 
/on Vote 8, Navy Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think it 
will probably be convenient if Vote 8 of 
the Navy Votes is taken first on Friday 

next. This must not be regarded as an 

| absolute pledge, however, as it is incon- 
venient to give such pledges until the 
week in which the Estimate is to be 
taken. 


| THE EDUCATION BILL. 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
‘(Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury a question 
with respect to the Education Bill. A 
great number of questions have been 
addressed to him on the subject in the 
House of Commons in vain, but I observe 
|that he appears to have made a very 
full statement in another place. I ask, 
therefore, whether he has any infor- 
mation to vouchsafe to the House of 
Commons. 


E.): I have no statement to make at, 


present with regard to the legislative 
programme of ti:. Government. With 
reference to th> Bill alluded to by the 
hon. Member, he is as well aware of the 
general state of public business as I am, 


NAVY VOTES. 
Sm FORTESCUE FLANNERY 
(Yorkshire, Shipley): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury if, in view 


of the facts that upwards of nine millions | 


‘sterling are proposed to be spent upon 
new construction of ships and appur- 
tenances of His Majesty’s Navy in the 
current financial year, that no state- 


‘ment has been made to the House by | 
‘the Secretary to the Admiralty upon | 


this expenditure, and that no general 
discussion upon its has yet been possible, 


he can see his way to secure some amount | 


-of time for such discussion. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper— 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar-| 
‘mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord | 


of the Treasury whether Navy Esti- 
mates will be the business of Supply on 
Friday, 5th July, and, if not, whether 
he can fix an early date for affording 


‘tthe House an opportunity of discussing , 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the right 
hon. Gentleman has done me the honour 
to read my statement to which he has 
referred, I am afraid that I have nothing 

'to say with which he is not already 
| acquainted. 


Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): We do not all read The 
Times newspaper. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I did not say 
that the hon. Member did. It is not he 
who has addressed this question to me. 
The right hon. Gentleman referred to 
the report, and I presumed that he had 
read it. Therefore I have nothing to say 
to the right hon. Gentleman which he 
does not know. But no doubt there are 
Gentlemen opposite to whom what I am 
| going to say is news. In those circum- 
| stances I may relieve their curiosity if I 
'say that His Majesty's Government do 
not think it desirable to proceed in the 
present session with the Bill which has 
been read a first time; and they pro- 
pose to substitute for it a shorter measure 
dealing with the emergency arising out of 
the Cockerton judgment. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: What 
is the reason that, in reference to this 
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most important question, the House of|the Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to 
Commons has received only a few words, | Children Bill :—Mr. Bell, Mr. Griffith- 
while the gentlemen upstairs heard a| Boscawen, Mr. Jesse Collings, Mr. 
long speech ? Crombie, Mr. Fenwick, Sir Henry 
Fowler, Mr. Gretton, Sir William Houlds- 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The speech | worth, Major Jameson, Mr. Reginald 
would have been out of order in this} Lucas, Mr. Middlemore, Sir Barrington 
House. Simeon, Dr. Thompson, Mr. Tritton, and 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I notice | Mt Whittaker. 


that the right hon. Gentleman, speaking 
to a more favoured audience than the 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 





House of Commons, told them what was 


discharged the following Member from 


the character of the Bill which he in-| the Standing Committee on Trade (in- 


tended to introduce. Will he not vouch- | cluding Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
safe the information to us also ? ping, and Manufactures :—Sir Robert 








Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not know | 
whether I am in order, but I may say 
that the Bill will be introduced on Mon- 
day by the Vice-President. Without 
anticipating the statement of my right 
hon. friend, I can, perhaps, satisfy the 
burning curiosity of the right hon. 
Gentleman by stating that the clause of 
the Bill will be founded on the corre- 
sponding clause in the abandoned | 
measure. | 


| 

Mr. CHANNING: When will the | 
Second Reading be taken ? | 
| 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bill has | 


not yet been read a first time. 


Mr. CHANNING: Yes, but bearing | 
in mind the present condition of public | 
business, and the fact that the educa- 
tional authorities will have to take action, | 
cannot the right hon. Gentleman give | 


some indication ? | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | 


ear.y date. 





i 


At a very 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 


Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure:— 
Mr. Boland (added in respect of the 
Youthful Offenders Bill); and had 
appointed in substitution Mr. Cullinan. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee, That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law on Courts 
of Justice and Legal Procedure the 
following Fifteen Members in respect a 





| Penrose-FitzGerald ; and had appointed 


in substitution Mr. Louis Sinclair. 
Reports to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to Demise of the 
Crown Bill, without Amendment. 





NEW BILL. 


TIED HOUSES (FREEING). 

Bill to secure freedom for Holders of 
Licences for the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquor, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Rea, Mr. Yoxall, Mr. Taylor, Mr. 
Whitley, Mr. Layland-Barratt, Mr. Bell, 
Mr. Soares, and Mr. Rigg. 


TIED HOUSES (FREEING) BILL. 


“To secure freedom for Holders of 
Licene:s for the Sale of Intoxicating 
Liquor,’’presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 12th July, and to be 
printed. [Bill 238.] 





SUPPLY [131rxn Attorrep Day]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair.] 


Civi. Service EsTIMATEs, 1901-2. 


Cuass III. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £61,468, 
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be granted to His Majesty, to complete | 1,500 estates in the court for sale at 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge that time; that receivers had been 
which will come in course of payment | appointed in 1,226 of such estates, and 
during the year ending on the 31st day that, excluding the estates of minors, 
of March, 1902, for such of the Salaries the rent roll represented by these re- 
and Expenses of the Supreme Court of | ceivers was £648,000. I know well that 
Judicature, and of certain other Legal these estates are not all under Section 40, 
Departments in Ireland, as are not andthey do not representthe whole of the 
charged on the Consolidated Fund.” land rented. A great number of the 


| estates—I should say, perhaps, the 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, S.): | majority of them—would naturally come 
I rise to move a reduction of this Vote | under Section 40, because one of the 


for the purpose of calling attention to | Conditionsthat brought these estates under 


the delay attendant upon proceedings Section 40 was that there should have 
in the Irish Land Judges Court, to| been a receiver appointed ; and In 
some of the causes of those delays, and | 1,226 out of the 1,500 the Committee 
to the necessity for immediate adminis- | Will notice receivers have been appointed. 
trative action to remedy the grievances | Now, taking the annual rental of these 
arising therefrom. The court has a very | states at £648,000, and capitalising 
curious history. It was originally |that at twenty years purchase, we 
formed in the year 1848 as the Encum- | bring out the fact that there is in this 
bered Estates Court, and was designed | court thirteen million pounds worth of 
for the purpose of selling the estates | Property, to nearly the whole of which 
of bankrupt Irish owners. In ten years | the 40th section of the Act of 1896 was 
after the famine this court, as then intended to apply. The late Chief 
established, had cleared nine thousand | Secretary, when introducing that Bill, 
properties, and passed £23,000,000 | Said most of these estates have been 
through its hands. In 1858, this special |i court for years ; that they have been 
class of work being finished, the Landed | vainly offered for sale to the public ; 
Estates Court took its place, but I cannot | that such figures show to a large extent 
say that it did anything like the work | that the Land Judges Court has ceased 
of its immediate predecessor. If hon. to exercise the functions of a court to 
Members choose to consult the Report facilitate the transfer of land, and it 


of the Committee of 1878 appointed | has drifted more and more into a 
to inquire into the failure of the State department to collect the rents 


Purchase Clauses of the Act of Of bankrupt estates. Whatever may 


1870, which sat under the chairmanship | be said of the Act of 1896, and 
of Mr. Shaw-Lefevre, they will find that Whatever may be said about the 
that Committee came to the conclusion | °bject of the Court, one thing it was 
that these beneficent clauses of the Act ever intended to do, as the late Chief 
of 1870 had been simply strangled by | Secretary fairly said—it was never in- 
the procedure of that court. Then | tended to create a huge rent office for 
when the Judicature Act passed the the collection of the rents of bankrupt 
Landed Estates Court was practically Irish landlords. The object of the Act, 
converted into a branch of the Court of Under Section 40, is as plain as anything 
Chancery, and it is now known as the | could well be. Parliament decided then, 
Land Judges Court. My object is, 8° far as it was possible to do so, that a 
first of all, to show that the original | real effort should be made in order that 
intentions of Parliament, when the Act these estates, which represented a rental 
of 1896 was passed, have been seriously | of £648,000, should be sold to the tenants, 
impaired andinterfered with, although the | 18 because it expressly provided that notice 
learned judge himself hasapparentlydone should be served upon the tenants, and 
everything in his power to promote the | that they should have the right of pre- 
purpose of that Act. In 1894, when |emption. Now, Parliament has designed 
the Fry Commission sat, evidence was many things for Ireland, but there are 
given by the Secretary to the Land people in Ireland more effective in their 
Commission—and he is a most careful; way than even Parliament. Those 
and competent official—that there were | people have not the slightest idea of 
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giving up the firm grip they have of their | judge the sole right to fix the price, or 
holdings if they can at all help it. was he bound by the valuation of the 
Land Commission ? That occupied fur- 
ther time, but these blocks have all, 
happily, been got rid of. All these diffi- 
culties have been cleared away, and yet 
the wheels refuse to go round. Let the 
Committee listen to Mr. Justice Ross him- 
self, speaking only a few weeks ago, within 


It is close upon five years since the Act 
of 1896 was passed—half the period during 
which the Encumbered Estates Court 
sat and passed 9,000 estates, involving 
£23,000,000, through its hands. What 
has been the outcome up to the 31st 
March, 1900? Iam forced to give this, 
date because I have failed to get the|the last two months. Commenting on 
Land Commission Report up to date. | the length of time some cases had been 
The estates dealt with under Section 40 | in court, he said— 
number 34, the purchasers 524, and) «tp one case all the parties interested in 
the amount of the purchase money | the charge had died and no representative had 
is £156,918. I will double the numbers | been raised.” 
and double the amounts—nay, I will} ;. siete 
'iiIi™vNjin“ntiieema ee. 

No one ean say that that is a satisfactory | “that the case which had originated in the 
: mia see »..1:. | Rolls Court seemed to have begun in the 
result, and it surely 18 right that Parlia- | Middle Ages. But he would not allow the 
ment should be apprised of it and look | receiver to be kept on to the day of judgment 
into it. Parliament intended that these | collecting rents. Were these cases to go on 
estates should be sold, and they are not |‘ YT’ 
being sold; and we have a right to ask | That shows that the learned judge knows 
why they are not being sold. The Act| where the shoe pinches. ‘That is 
embodied a great policy which was) the first point to which I wish to 
entrusted to this Department to carry direct the attention of the Chief Secre- 
out, and the results are as I have stated. | tary. He has told us that there are 
Why is this so? It is not due to the Act | something between 300 and 400 re- 
that that failure has taken place, and it is | ceivers under this court. Of course, 
not due to the Irish Government. It is | their salaries are paid, not under this Vote, 
not due, above all things, to the Land} but out of the estates themselves, and 
Judge, for the land judge is speaking | the difficulty that I wish to draw atten- 
every day in Dublin in condemnation | tion to is this. Here Parliament lays 
of the delay. It is not due to any of those | down a beneficent policy. If this policy 
subtle influences of which we sometimes | were carried out 40,000 occupying 
hear a good deal, and which are said to | tenants could be created without a single 
prevent the carrying out of a beneficent | bit of damage being done to any single 
policy. Nothing of the kind. It is due’ human being. Parliament has given 
entirely to different causes, and those | compulsory powers, and yet they cannot 
causes are remedial and do not require | be exercised. Mark the words of Mr. 
legislation. If they did I should be out | Justice Ross— 
. a peadlones “T will not allow a receiver to be kept on 
delays which were perhaps unavoidable | ,, 4), ed of jedguainck actbadinks vu” I 
at the first, when the Act came into | zs 
operation, delays that might have been | I wish to give another case in my own 
expected. The question which arose | county—the Ogilby estate in Tyrone. 
upon the fortieth section of the Act was,| The Chief Secretary the other day, in 
Is it mandatory on the judge? Was he | answering a question, stated that the 
forced to sell, or had he a discretion, and | estate had only come into court two 
could he do as he liked? This question | years ago. The right hon. Gentleman 
was decided in the affirmative, that | was entirely wrong. It came into court 
the Act was mandatory. It was/in 1880, but it was only brought under 
compulsory sale so far as the property | Section 40 two years ago. But then 
subject to the Act was concerned. That /the court had the power to sell the 
much was clearly established in the Court | estate long before Section 40 was created, 
of Appeal. Then it went to the Appeal | and one of the complaints is that they had 
Court. There the question arose, and | done so little to carry out the intentions 
it caused a good deal of delay—Had the | of Parliament under previous Acts. 
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Final notice for settlement of the rental 
was served on the tenants prior to 1882. 
What does final notice for settlement of 
the rental mean? It is a fine piece of 
legal jargon, and one of the pieces of 
legal machinery by which the delays are 
created. Notices were again served on 
the tenants in 1890. They heard no 
more about it for eight or nine years, 
then another notice of final settlement 
was served upon them, and the rental up 
to this day is not finally settled, although 
the tenants are all paying their rents. It is 
finally settled so far as the payment is 
concerned. There is another plan by 
which this web is woven so that nobody 
could get out of court. There is the 
settlement of a schedule of  in- 
cumbrances—another piece of legal 
amount the 
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jargon meaning the 
bankrupt landowner owes to his 
creditors. Why should the landowner be 


treated in any different way from the 
ordinary bankrupt trader? Why _ is 
his case not treated like an ordinary 
bankruptcy in trade? They soon find 
out in the Bankruptcy Court how much 
a trader owes. Why are these estates 
to be kept there from the Middle Ages ? 
My answer is that, in the first place, these 
estates are kept there because of the per- 
sonal interests of the receivers, 300 or 
400 in number, representing 1,200 
estates, being against the public policy 
of Parliament. 

That is the tirst thing to which 
I must direct the attention of the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland. Who 
are these receivers? This is one of 
the refuges of the derelict English garri- 
son. The sons of landowners grow 
up without any profession, without any 
honest trade, and they are unable to 
turn their hands to anything. There 
is no use for them now in the colonies, 
and therefore they make interest with 
the Castle or somebody else—stranded 
weeds on a desolate shore—and an in- 
come of £50 or £100 a year is a great 
deal to them. They are sent down on 
these wretched tenants—perhaps the 
poorest tenants in Ireland. Their own 
interest is to keep the thing going, and 
they take care that the rental takes a long 
time to fix, and that the schedule encum- | 
brances takes as long before it sees the 
light. The receivers must first be dealt 
with, or they will go on hamstringing | 

Mr. T. W. Russell. 
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'this Act -f Parliament, which is only 
five years old. There is another class 
to which I wish to refer—the solicitors, 
| It is curious that when Consols were 
at £114, and when the bankrupt Irish 
landowner got that sum in Consols for 
£100 Guaranteed Land Stock, things 
looked a little bright, and the solicitors 
ebegan to move; but now that Consols 
are down at £94 the glut has got worse 
than ever. The other day Mr. Justice 
Ross declared that if this went on he 
would fine the solicitors connected with 
these estates. When the solicitors were 
about to be fined for the way they were 
delaying and obstructing the proceedings 
of the court, they said they could not get 
on with the work because the depart- 
ment was undermanned. They declared 
in open court that they were not to blame 
because when they went to the office they 
could not get the work done, there not 
being men to do it. That is a matter 
that requires the attention of the Chief 
Secretary, because it is an actual 
necessity that this block should be re- 
moved. Between the receiver, the soli- 
citor, and the agent this Act of Parlia- 
ment, and previous Acts, have never had 
a chance. That hon. Members should 
have spent laborious days and nights in 
the Committee of 1894, which really led 
up to the Act of 1896, in trying to devise 
methods by which these estates could be 
got out of court, and that their efforts 
should be thwarted and brought to 
naught by men who had a personal 
interest in delay, is something which | 
imagine the House of Commons will 
not tolerate. The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland, in reply to me earlier in the 
session, declared that Mr. Justice Ross 
was doing the work of two men. I 
think that that is probably true, but if 
there is any difficulty in that direction 
I take leave to give my right hon. friend 
a hint. There are Irish judges who 
are not doing the work of two men, 
and if that is the cause of delay some 
other judge might be appointed to assist 
in this work and to facilitate the carrying 
out of the policy embodied in the Act of 
Parliament. If the clerical staff is 


MONS} 


inadequate, it is the bounden duty of 


the Chief Secretary to see that it 
js made adequate. Even if this were 
done, until the receivers, solicitors, 
or agents are dealt with, nothing 
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effective can or ever will be done. 
It was the same for thirty or forty 
years. If 
Mr. Shaw Lefevre’s Report on the Bright 
clauses they will find that the Landed 
Estates Court, which was the predeces- 
sor of the present court, simply put 
every difficulty in the way of purchase, 
and that they strangle the Act. The first 
Land Purchase Act was the Church Act 
of 1869. Parliament did a wise thing 
then; it fought shy of the Landed 
Estates Court altogether ; it entrusted 
the carrying out of the glebe purchases 
to the Church Temporalities Commission, 
which, of course, was a body appointed 
by Parliament ; they came into personal 
contact with the tenants, and 6,000 
occupying owners of the glebe lands were 
created in a few years without any 
trouble or friction. 

What do I ask now? Here is a 
eourt that either cannot or will not 
do its duty. I have tried to point out 
some of the difficulties standing in its 
way. The Chief Secretary is not now 
in the position which other Chief Secre- 
taries have been in. The right hon. 
Gentleman is not carrying great 
measures through the House at present, 
and surely we are entitled to ask that 
legislation, which has already been 
passed, shall be effectively administered 
and carried out. The first thing, then, 
that I have to ask is that there should 
be a Parliamentary inquiry into these 
difficulties. Nothing else will doin my 
opinion. Let us have a second Committee 
like that presided over by my right 
hon. friend the Member for the Montrose 
Burghs, and I dare to say that things 
will begin to move. Will the right 
hon. Gentleman grant that inquiry, or, 
if not, will he himself undertake to look 
into the question and see what it is that 
is clogging the wheels? The last point 


is rather in the shape of a question than 


of anargument. The entire policy of the 


Purchase Acts, as many hon. Members | 


know, was changed in 1885. When the 
Act of 1881 was passed Parliament only 
advanced three-fourths of the purchase 
money, and in_ the 
was two-thirds. 
very good reasons, resolved to ad- 
vance the whole of the 
money. The real 


reason was that 


the poor people whe ad to find a 
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hon. Members will look at | 


glebe cases it | 
In 1885 Parliament, for | 


purchase | 
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‘fourth or a third really borrowed it from 
the gombeen men, and very often their 
last state was worse than the first. I 
find from the Land Commission Report 
that of the estates sold in this court last 
year the valuation by the Land Com- 
mission was £146,793, and the price 
subsequently fixed by the Land Judge’s 
Court was £156,918—-that is to say, 
that the tenants had to pay £10,125 
more than the land had been valued at 
by the Land Commission. That is a 
reversion to the old evil policy of sending 
the tenants to the gombeen man, and | 
ask under what warrant that policy 
is being pursued. I maintain that if 
the law were properly carried out, 
between 30,000 and 40,000 occupying 
tenants might be created into owners of 
their own holdings without any further 
advance of money. The Act of Parlia- 
ment is there, the money is there, if 
only this court can be cleansed. I 
repeat that if the Chief Secretary 
will not legislate on this question, even 
although he admitted to the House that a 
grievance existed, we have a right to 
have the Acts already passed carried out 
faithfully and honestly. I submit 
that the Chief Secretary ought to frankly 
say—when he admits this grievance, 
which has also been admitted by every- 
one who knows the court—what he in- 
tend to do, for things cannot go on 
as they are doing. I beg to move. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That a sum, not exceeding £60,468, be 
granted for the said Service.”’—(.Vr. 
T. W. Russell.) 


*Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.) said 
he had listened with great interest to the 
speech of the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, and had been rather astonished 
at the intimate knowledge which the 
hon. Gentleman had shown in regard to 
the working of the Landed Estates 
Court. After the arguments used by 
the hon. Gentleman the most dull- 
minded or prejudiced Member of the 
House must admit that he had made out 
a case which could not be gainsaid. He 
had had personal experience of the work- 
ing of this court both as an owner and 
occupier of property, and though it 
| might be rather strong to say it, he un- 
_hesitatingly stated that the system 
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practised in that court was a system of | 


barefaced robbery. He was 
several properties which had been placed 
in that court, and had remained there 
for years, and neither the owners nor the 
mortgagees ever received a single penny 
out of their properties. The principal 
and interest had been paid ten times 
over, but neither the mortgagees nor the 
owner had got acent; all had gone 
to the officials, the lawyers, and the re- 
ceivers. Under these circumstances it 
was simply astonishing that a matter of 
such importance to so many _ parties 
should be so long neglected. They had 
heard over and over again in the House, 
and they heard also in Ireland, of the 
horrible manner in which these poor 
bankrupt landlords had been treated by 
the National organisation; but that 
treatment was as nothing compared to 
the treatment they received at the hands 
of the officials of that court, which was 
under the control of this Parliament. 
The hon. Gentleman had said that the 
receivers and lawyers were the cause of 
the delay, and he had most accu- 
rately described the receivers as the 
sons of broken-down landlords, and 
Unionists who, if they were not 
able to make their livelihood out of 
these properties on which they had been 
appointed receivers under the court, 
would be in a very poor state indeed. He 
said without the slightest hesitation that 
at present there existed in Ireland a 
conspiracy of the vilest character to try 
to prevent the sales of these estates in the 
court as well as there outside the court. 
That conspiracy must certainly be within 
the full cognisance of the right hon. the 
Attorney General and the gentlemen in 
Dublin Castle, who knew very well that 
these receivers and officials of the court 
and the solicitors, aye,and counsellors too, 
did not want to settle the Irish land ques- 
tion by purchase. They knew that if 
these estates could be sold to-morrow 
these gentlemen would find their cecupa- 
tion gone, and therefore they very much 
preferred putting the money into their 
own pockets than into the pockets of the 
owners, occupiers, and the mortgagees. 


Probably the right hon. the Attorney 
General would state that the United 
Irish League was trying to rob and con- 


aware of, 


spire against the landlords, and perhaps | 


he would take action and prosecute | 


Mr. Cullinan. 
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members of the League. But what was 
he doing to his own friends? He was 


allowing them to rob the owners and 
mortgagees and farmers the whole time. 
He had received within the past few 
days communications from some estates 
in his own constituency, and he found 
that similar communications had been 
addressed to some of his hon. friends 
from other parts of Ireland. One of them 
was to the effect that it was the ordinary 
custom in Ireland that the rents due in 
May were not collected by the landlords 
until the autumn, but notices had been 
sent out by the receiver on 18th 
June stating that unless the rent due 
on Ist May was paid within four days 
the tenant’s names would be sent 
to the estate's solicitor and steps taken 
to evict them from their farms. It was 
a remarkable fact that these notices had 
been sent out all over Tipperary and 
Westmeath and other counties, which 
showed that there was a conspiracy 
on the part of the officials in the 
Landed Estates Court to put the tenants 
to unnecessary worry and _ trouble. 


|The Attorney General might laugh, but 


it was within his own knowledge that on 
many estates there has been lately activity 
on the part of the receivers to break down 
the custom of not collecting the May 
rents until the autumn, when the tenants 
were able to realise the money with 
which to pay their rents. He must say 
that the hon. and learned Members 
opposite who laughed were  gene- 
rally gentlemen who got their fees 
in advance. He held in his hands 
a letter from the tenants on an estate 
where they had been negotiating for 
twelve years with a receiver in regard 
to the sale of their farms to the tenants. 
The maps had been signed, the number 
of years purchase had been agreed 
upon, and the tenants thought that the 
purchase would be closed any day ; but 
alas! it was only a case of pay, pay, 
and many of them had been put to enor- 
mous cost. The fact was, the solicitor 
did not want to sell. Within the last few 
days a case had come under his notice in 
county Galway, where the owner of a 
fairly large grazing farm agreed to divide 
that farm amongst the surrounding 
tenants. He went the length of agreeing 
to the number of years purchase that 
was to be paid, and to the division of the 
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land. The tenants actually drew lots as 
to what portion of the grazing farm they 
would have. A solicitor came down 
from Dublin to arrange the matter with 
the tenants, and all the agreements were 
prepared, and the tenants expected to 
hear day after day that the purchase was 
completed. But-——and this was another 
portion of the conspiracy—the solicitor 
said to the tenants that they must accept 


the purchase without having the right | 


to the game on the property. Some of 


the tenants agreed to that, but the) 


majority refused to barter their right to 
the game. The result was that the 


solicitor went back to Dublin, and the | 


purchase was broken off. Instead of 
the large grazing farm being divided 
amongst the tenants, it was sold to a large 
grazier. 

He maintained that there was proof 


positive of a regular combination to | 


try and defeat the interests of 
the tenant. In March last he had 
asked for a very simple Return 


showing the number of estates in the | 


Landed Estates Court in Ireland, the 
number of officials, including local re- 
ceivers, employed in the management 
of these estates, and the gross sum 
received by the receivers in 1899, and 
the net total available in that year for 


those beneficially interested, after the , 


deduction of expenses. The answer was 
that the right hon. Gentleman was unable 
to grant the Return. 
had been made it would have given the 
House an idea of how these estates were 
managed, where the rents collected were 
going, and how little the owners and the | 
mortgagees received. The right hon. | 
Gentleman had given him a Return of | 
the number of estates and the number of | 
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If that Return | 
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|the owners. Moreover, the solicitor 
| seldom, if ever, attended the court him- 
|self. He sent up a clerk to the court to 
| make the motion. He had been in the 
| office over and over again, and he must 
say that the late Mr. Edward Murphy, 
| who was at the head of that office, gave 
| him considerable insight into the pro- 
|cedure and condemned the system as 
| strongly as anyone. That gentleman 
had said to him over and over again 
| that, if he had the power to deal with this 
matter, in three months he would have 
the whole thing settled. He had seen 
| these solicitors’ clerks come into the 
office to make applications for certain 
purposes, but he never heard that they 
knew anything of the business more 
|than the man in the moon. The only 
'thing they seemed to understand was 
never to forget to demand “Costs of 
motion, Sir.’ The fact was that that 
| sort of thing went on day after day in the 
Landed Estates Court, keeping up a 
system in order to fill the lawyers’ 
pockets. There ought to be no hesitation 
whatever, after the case which had been 
made out by the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone, on the part of the Chief Secretary 
to undertake a Parliamentary inquiry 
into the whole matter. The Acts which 
had already been passed should be en- 
forced, and if that were done the conges- 
tion which existed at present in the 
‘court would be relieved. The Com- 
mittee of Inquiry should be appointed at 
once, and report this session. ‘The parties 
concerned should be brought before the 
Committee upstairs, and subjected to 





| cross-examination, so that they would be 


unable to shift responsibility on to other 
shoulders. A Departmental Committee 
would be only a farce, and a waste of time 


receivers, but he had not given him the | and money. In conclusion, he had no 
number of solicitors employed, although | hesitation in stating that the present 
that might have been done without the | system was a system of robbery, plain 
slightest difficulty. That was again part | and unvarnished, which would not be 





of the conspiracy to defeat the proper 
working of the Act. When an estate 
was put into the Landed Estates Court a 
receiver was appointed. The receiver 
appointed a solicitor, but the receiver 
never paid the solicitor. The solicitor 
was remunerated in proportion to the 
number of motions he made in court, and 
the number of returns he put in, and the 
the numbers of writs and processes he 
issued. The consequence was the ruin of 


tolerated in any other country. 


*Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, S.) said 
he wished to support the motion of the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone. See- 
tion 40 of the Land Act of 1896 was a 
well-meaning section, and was framed 
for the express purpose of giving Irish 
tenant-farmers a chance of purchasing 
their holdings in the Encumbered 
Estates Court ; but owing to the form 
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of the section, and to the mode of proce- 
dure to which it had given rise, only a 
very small proportion of the estates, as 
compared with the vast number in the 
court, had been sold. He would trace 
some of the reasons why the sale of these 
estates was prevented. First of all, 
there was a whole army of harpy solicitors 
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fighting for their own hand; they some- | 


times numbered fifteen or twenty on a 
single estate. That might seem in- 
credible, but it was a fact. 
were the officers in the court, and the 


receivers, and all these gentlemen were | 


interested in delaying and preventing 
the sales, so that if something was not 
done the Encumbered Estates Court 
would be like the nuts and apples in the 


old song, they would “never be 
sold.” He had asked the Attorney 


General for Ireland a question as to the 
comments which had been made by Mr. 
Justice Ross on the officials of the court, 
but the right hon. Gentleman said that 
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Then there | 


Mr. Justice Ross had never condemned | 


the officials of the court at all, but that 
he had taken every opportunity to cause 
the solicitors who had charge of the 
estates to sell them as quickly as possible. 
With all respect to the right hon. Gentle- 
man and to Mr. Justice Ross, he thought 
there was no occasion to ask the solicitors 
who had charge of the sale of the estates 
to hurry up, because they were quite 
anxious enough to get rid of the estates 
in order to get hold of other estates. 
But it was to the interest of the officials 
of the court to delay and prevent the sale 
as long as they could, for, with each of the 
estates sold, they were losing a portion of 
their bread and butter. The way in 
which the 40th section of the Land Act 
of 1896 was administered was that when 


an estate was placed on the list 
for sale the land judge requested 
the Land Commission to _ inspect 
the estate and _ report the price. 
Two Commissioners were sent down 


to inspect the holdings and value them. 
Assuming, for argument’s sake, that 
they fixed the price at sixteen years 
purchase ; he asked the House to recol- 
lect that these gentlemen were experts, 
and ought to know the value of the land. 
Now the racket began. The mortgagees 
went to the judge in the Landed Estates 
Court and said, “ This estate is worth 
twenty years purchase, and we appeal | 
to you not to sacrifice our interests.” | 
Mr. Ffrench. 


| 
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Then the owner of the estate would go to 
the judge and say, “ There are two years 
arrears on my estate, although the 
tenants are not at fault, owing to the 
| terrible depression in the value of agri- 
cultural products and the increased 
expenses they have to pay; and I ask 
you to consider my interests.’” And then 
the land judge might say, as he had often 
said in these cases: ‘‘] will not sell this 
estate for less than 19 years purchase.” 
Surely, when the Land Commission fixed 
|the price of the estate and said they 
would advance a certain loan to buy it, 
|and that they would give no more money, 
the land judge, as seller, ought not to ask 
any more, particularly as he wasa judicial 
member of that body. Either the land 
judge should have power to increase the 
‘loan, or he himself should be compelled 
to accept the price fixed by the Land 
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/Commisson. It would not be just to give 
the land judge power to _ increase 


the amount of the loan, because power 
should not be vested in him to put the 
land at a higher value than that at which 
the experts of the Commission had valued 
it. Under the Act, when there was an 
order for the sale of an estate, or where 
an estate was insolvent and had to 
be sold, the land judge must give 
the first chance of buying to the 
tenants of the estate, but the land 
judge never dreamt of having notice 
served on the tenants, with the result 
that the tenants were very often not 
in court when the 40th section was 
applied. The Attorney General for 
Ireland had said sufficient notice had 
been given, and in some cases special 
notice was given; but, as a matter of 
fact, the only notice that was given was 
given in the law lists of the daily papers. 
Nine-tenths of the Irish farmers never 
saw the daily papers at all; and the 
other tenth who did might just as well 
attempt to derive such information as 
they required from the Milky Way as to 
get it from the law lists in the daily 
papers, which nobody but lawyers could 
understand, and which even lawyers 
themselves found it very difficult to 
glean information from, unless they hap- 


pened to be interested in a particular 


case. When an estate had to be sold, 
notice should be given to all the tenants 


and everyone concerned, and moreover he 


would say that a list should be made 
outin the Land Judge’s Court showing 
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first the number of cases; second, the 
counties in which they were situate ; 
third, the rents as shown by the last 
receiver's account; fourth, the date on 
which the estates were placed in court; 
and fifth, what proceedings, if any, had 
been taken for the sale of the estate or 
the application of the 40th Section. 
It would not be a difficult thing to do, 
and it was necessary, so that everybody 
should know how the matter stood. In 
the King’s Speech a promise had been 
made by the Government to introduce a 
Bill to facilitate the voluntary sale and 
purchase of land as between landlord and 
tenant ; that promise had not been ful- 
filled, and its chance of fulfilment now 
seemed rather remote; but he hoped, 
if it ever was fulfilled, the points he had 
mentioned would be considered. 


There were serious anomalies in the 
present law. One was, it had been held, 
that where the judge could not come at 
the fee simple the estate could not be 
sold, sothat if there were a head rent of 
only a few pence an acre the tenants 
could not obtain the benefit of the 


40th Section. Another was that 
where there was a_ spendthrift 
landlord who got into difficulties, 
and the estate had to be sold, 


the tenants were fortunate, because 
under the terms of the purchase of their 
holdings they got a reduction of 6s. 
or 7s. inthe £ off their rent, but the 
tenants under a good living landlord 
had to continue under their old rent, 
and could get no reduction. There 
was no cure for this state of things 
except the compulsory sale of the land 
to the tenants. A leading Member of 
the Government had said, not very many 
years previously, that the Government 
would kill Home Rule with kindness. 
If that was the desire of the Government 
they might make an honest attempt to 
do so by bringing in a Bill for the com- 
pulsory sale of the land, giving fair play 
under it to all concerned. But Home 


{28 JuNE 1901} 


Rule would never be killed, because that | 


sentiment had come down to the Irish 


people through seven and a half centuries | 


of blood and tears, and it would never be 


| 


relinquished. Their fathers fought for | 


it with pikes and muskets. 
bers were fighting for it now in the) 


Irish Mem- | 


| 
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| said, as a Member of the last Parliament, 


he remembered the passage of the Land 
Bill of 1896, and the high hopes held out 
to the Irish party by the Irish Executive 
as to the happy effect that this particular 
section—Section 40—would have in 
clearing out some of the bankrupt estates 
in Ireland. The hon. Member for East 
Mayo, he recollected, did not quite believe 
in those prophecies, and time had vindi- 
cated the view which he took on the 
passage of that Bill, and had shown that, 
so far as this particular section was con- 
cerned, it was practically inoperative. 
He could not entirely agree with the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone that no blame 
could be placed on the shoulders of Mr. 
Justice Ross for the failure of this section 
of the Acts ; he thought it was a great 
misfortune that that gentleman was 
placed over this tribunal. He did not 
intend to allude to the administration of 
the Act since Mr. Ross had been made 
a judge, but he said without hesitation 
that when a Member of this House Mr. 


| Ross was a violent partisan of the land- 


lords. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is probably aware of the rule that forbids 
any attack upon a judge, and yet he 
seems upon the point of violating it. 


FARRELL said he had 
guarded himself against that. He had 
said he did not allude to Mr. Justice 
Ross as a judge. He was speaking of 
Mr. Ross as a Member of this House. 


*rees 2.’ P. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: It would not be 
in order to discuss his past. The hon. 
Member cannot dissociate Mr. Ross of 
the past from what Mr. Ross is now. 
Mr. Ross is still the same person. 


*Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he bowed to 
the ruling of the Chair. He quite 
admitted that Mr. Justice Ross was the 
same now as he was before he had been 
made a judge ; he would labour the point 
no further. He had not intended to 
have spoken upon this particular Vote, 
because he thought he could not usefully 
contribute to the discussion, his interest in 
the working of Section 40 and the general 


House, and Ireland would always supply | administration of the Land Judge’s 


men enough to continue the struggle. 


Court being a local interest, which 
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arose entirely from the operation of the 
40th section in the county of Longford, 
one of the divisions of which he repre- 
sented. There were three estates in that 
county under the management of the 
Dublin courts, the history of the 
mismanagement of one of which would 
never be forgotten in county Longford 
whilst Ireland was visible above the 
Atlantic. The manner in which a 
money-lending solicitor of Dublin, now 
dead, the late Thomas Alder Cusack, 
had been allowed to get hold of the 
Jessop estate in Longford, and had been 
allowed, apparently for no other reason 
than sheer devilment, to evict every 
tenant on the estate, was one of the most 
striking instances of the scandalous 
operations carried on under the eyes of the 
law in Ireland. In the whole of this fer- 
tile district, a tract of country nearly ten 
miles long, there was not to-day, nor had 
there been during the last forty years, a 
tenant in the occupation of a holding 
which his forefathers had _ enjoyed. 
They had been evicted either altogether 
and their houses burnt down or let back 
as caretakers, without a fragment of 
right to the land they were born on. 
Part of the game was not to take any 
rent for five, six, or even ten or thirteen 
years, and then suddenly to come down 
with a demand for the whole. If the 
unfortunate tenant was unable to raise 
the money he and all his belongings 
were hurled out to the roadside, and the 
house levelled to the ground. 
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THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ArTKinson, London- 
derry, N.) was understood to say that the 
Jessop estate, to which the hon. Member 
was referring. was not under the adminis- 
tration of the court. 


*Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he 
did not understand the distinctions 
between the different courts, 
particular estate might not have been 
under Mr. Justice Ross’s courts, but he 
did know that the management of estates 
in county Longford had been scan- 
dalously overlooked by the courts, and 
that in consequence of the gross mis- 


management large fertile tracts of land | 
had during the last twenty-five or. 


thirty years been laid waste. As the 
hon. Member for South Tyrone had 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 
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(said, the men who were appointed to 
these receiverships were the shipwrecked 
mariners of the British garrison who 
had no decent trade or occupation to 
follow. In the case of the Annaly 
estate, which certainly was under the 
Landed Estates Court, the receiver 
appointed was, he believed, the son of the 
bankrupt landlord, the Hon. Henry 
White—he might be mistaken in the 
name—who, as far as he recollected, 
was distinguished as having taken part 
in the Jameson raid. 


Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.) said the 
present receiver, Mr. Richard White, 
was no relation to the family over whose 
estate he had been appointed receiver. 


AN Hon. MempBer: He may still be a 
ne’er-do-well. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said that, if that 
was the case, perhaps Mr. Henry White 
had recently been relieved of his position. 
In this instance a large tract of arable land 
attached to the manor house of Rathcline 
had been cleared in order to create a 
great demesne and deer park. When 
the Landed Estates Court came to sell 
the property they considered the ad- 
visability of cutting up this large tract 


of land into a number of farms. The 
people whom they had selected as 
buyers were not the people whose 


forefathers had been evicted or the 
tenant farmers of the district, but 
landlord-hangers-on, agents, bailiffs, and 
so on from other parts of the county. 
The extraordinary part of the business 
was that many of these men had not the 
price of their shirts, yet the sales were 
sanctioned by the court, whereas the 
tenders of solvent tenant farmers living 
in the district were not even considered. 
Other cases, such as that of the Granard 
estate, where there had been scandalous 
mismanagement, might be mentioned, 
but it was useless to produce further 
evidence, because the right hon. Gentle- 
-man the Attorney General, if he chose, 
could doubtless say that he knew more 
about these scandals than anybody else. 
Their desire wasto know what the Govern- 
ment proposed to do. He did not antici- 
pate that the Attorney General would 
'give much assistance in the matter, 
| because his mind seemed to be some- 


| 
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what prejudiced against the Nationalist 
Members. But was there any reality 
in the promise in the King’s Speech 
that the settlement of this question 
would be undertaken ? The hon. Mem- 
ber for South Tyrone had said that the 
question did not require legislation, 
and had asked for a Parliamentary 
Committee. The appointment of a Par- 
liamentary Committee was a slow way 
of dealing with any subject ; but perhaps 
it was the best they could do under the 
circumstances, and he should be greatly 
disappointed if that reasonable request 
was not acceded to. Their experience 
of the present Government, however, 
had been one of successive disappoint- 
ments. It was now said that, instead of 
giving effect to the statement in the 
King’s Speech, it was proposed to put 
into force the Coercion Act in two 
counties in Ireland. It seemed that 
the right hon. Gentleman was more 
ready to listen to the unwise counsels of 
the landlord representatives than to 
yield to the moderate request of the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone. If the Govern- 
ment followed the advice tendered by 
The Times and other papers as regards 
coercion they would only show to 
the Irish people still more clearly that 
to come to Parliament for the redress 
of grievances was little better than 
a farce, and he hoped it would 
arouse the people of Ireland to 
make such an effort for freedom as 
would convince the right hon. Gentleman 
that he could no longer treat their 
demands with contempt. 


*Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said his com- 
plaint was that the Land Judges Court 
was run simply as a political machine. 
Every move was apparently dictated by 
political motives. From the highest 
lawyer in the court to the humblest 
solicitor, all seemed to imagine that 
when they entered the court the eyes 
of the Empire were upon them, and in 
everything they did they had an eye 
to its political effect. In county Sligo 
especially, during the last six months, the 
receivers under the court had been used 
for the purpose of exasperating the people 
in order to bring about a new era of 
oppression and coercion. He would give as 
a specific instance of the manner in which 
the court was used for dishonest political 
purposes the example of an estate, with a 
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large grass farm, near Castlebaldwin. 
The neighbouring tenants for years used 
to put their cattle to graze on that farm, 
and the receiver made a substantial profit 
on it. And what did the Land Judge's 
Court do? They tried to deal a blow at 
the United Irish League. The tenant's 
offer for this farm was £90 per year, but 
in spite of this the offer of a gentleman 
from Dublin at £60 was accepted. The 
result was that the people of that locality 
were deprived of the privilege of grazing 
their cattle or taking meadow off this 
farm. Asa _ result crime and outrage 
were stirred up by the iandlord’s party, 
and oneof them now was awaiting his 
trial for shooting. Gentlemen who 
were failures in every other walk of life 
could always find a resting place as a 
receiver, and one of these gentlemen 
in particular had been instrumental in 
arousing strife in Sligo. It was in the 
case of a large mountain “run” near 
Tobercurry, which the surrounding 
tenants used to use. They were 
willing to buy the farm, but the receiver 
would not permit them to do so, and 
he selected a gamekeeper from Scotland 
named Perdue. He had a claim for the 
malicious burning of the bog, and he 
got more than the fee simple of it at the 
last county court in Sligo. All that was 
done with a political motive in order to stir 
up strife, crime, and outrage. The Land 
Court was used as a piece of political 
machinery to force the hands of the right 
hon. Gentleman in order to bring about 
a new reign of coercion in Sligo. If the 
Chief Secretary wished to try a fall with 
the men of Sligo or Leitrim he could 
assure him that they would be quite a 
match for him, as they had been for his 
predecessors. 

The Land Judge’s Court was run 
simply to put money into the pockets 
of needy receivers and very greedy 
lawyers. In one case he knew that there 
were sixteen solicitors, and in that case 
if a man applied for a lease he must serve 
notices on all the sixteen solicitors who 
would have to be paid either by the tenant 
or out of the estate. Thus they were 
blocked at every possible point. Those 
things were done deliberately by the 
solicitors for the purpose of milking costs 
out of the estates. In one case, where 
there was only a difference of £3 in the 
valuation, the receiver and the solicitors 
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insisted on having an expensive local 
inquiry and arbitration, and the district 
council were forced to go before the Privy 
Council. In another case the sum of 
£250 was offered for land upon which 
to build houses under the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act. The solicitors 
and the receiver came down from 
Dublin and employed counsel, and 
in this way they piled up the 
costs. When the case went to arbi- 
tration the price was fixed at £214. 
Those were some of the scandals carried 
on under the cloak of the Land Judges 
Court, and the sooner the right hon. 
Gentleman took this matter in hand 
seriously the better it would be for the 
smoother working of the legal ma- 
chinery. The Land Judge’s Court was 
run purely on political lines, and if the 
Chief Secretary wished to have this work 
done properly he ought to convey some 
hint to the Land Court Judges that they 
might expedite matters, and cease this 
scandal of piling up law costs. When 
these estates got into the hands of greedy 
lawyers it was very easy for them to pro- 
long matters. Anybody acquainted with 
these cases in Dublin knew that every 
device was used to pile up costs and to 
delay decisions being arrived at. The 
lawyers in Dublin were clogging and 
hampering the machinery that Parlia- 
ment devised for turning the tenants 
into owners, and the Chief Secretary 
ought to insist upon this work being 
expedited, so that more estates would be 
sold to the tenants. 
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*Mr. BIGNOLD (Wick Burghs) pointed 
out that under the various Land ‘Acts 
62,000 tenants had been created, and that 
they were comparatively prosperous and 
peaceful. They had precedents before 
them, and they ought to consider 
whether the case for Ireland did not 
stand different now to what it did a few 
years ago. The present impasse in 
Ireland dates back to the legislation of 
1881, under which the dual ownership 
of land was recognised, established, and 
placed upon a legal footing, and from 
that hour to this it had been the 
aim and object of all parties to 
counteract the evils of that pernicious 
Act. He did not believe that out 
of the whole 670 hon. 
the House of Commons there was one 


Mr. Tully. 


{COMMONS} 


Members of | 
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|who could conscientiously rise in his 
| place and defend the dual ownership of 
land in Ireland, or the Act of 1881, which 
was responsible for it. Where there was 
'a will there was a way, and he hoped 
some way would be found to further the 
purchase system. He was quite aware 
that the scheme involved a sum of 
£120,000,000, butthey had known a great 
many financial operations which looked 
very large on paper, but which had been 
completed by a single stroke of the pen. 
If the Government would adopt the plan 
of his hon. friend the Member for South 
Tyrone a way could be found, and the 
result would be very greatly to the benefit 
of the people of Lreland. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY. (Montrose 
Burghs): I only rise for the purpose 
of supporting one of the suggestions 
made by my hon. friend the Member 
for South Tyrone. The hon. Gentle- 
man who has just spoken has used 
language about the Act of 1881 which, 
I think, it would be difficult for him to 
support. It is quite true that that 
Act recognised dual ownership, but it 
did not create it. The question I should 
like to put to the hon. Gentleman is, 
How could the Government of the day 
have governed Ireland in 1881, and 
afterwards, but for the passage of that 
Act? I take a very strong view of 
that Act; and, for my own part, I 
think that, of the many great measures 
in which Mr. Gladstone had a leading 
share, the Land Act of 1881, which did 
so much for the pacification of Ireland 
at a time of great disturbance, was one 
of those that redounded most to his 
credit. My hon. friend who spoke last 
has made a suggestion which I should 
have thought dubious. He has sug- 
gested that the Chief Secretary should 
give hints to the land judge, Mr. Justice 
Ross, as to the manner in which he should 
administer his court, but that, I think, 
is rather dangerous ground. My hon. 
friend the Member for South Tyrone 
has made an eloquent and important 
speech upon what everybody who has 
been at all concerned in the affairs of 
Ireland during the last twenty years 
knows to be a great and _ recognised 
scandal—namely, the amount of land 
which for all those years has been in 
the Land Judge’s Court. I have not 
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the slightest“intention of impugning the} bility in regard to laws which have 
conduct of any of the judges who have! been passed to have the facts as to the 


presided in that court, but the Com- | 


mittee will feel that a state of things 
under which it was possible for the 


judge chiefly concerned in the adminis- | 
tration of the Act to use the language | 


which my hon. friend opposite quoted 
from Mr. Justice Ross is one which we 
ought not to regard with anything like 
equanimity. My hon. friend, I believe, 
did not name the amount of the annual 


rental of the property which is now} 


within that Court. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: Yes, I gave 
the rental as stated by the late Chief 
Secretary, and the total is £638,000. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY: It is un- 
doubtedly between £600,000 and 
£700,000, and that property remains 
there year after year, and is administered 
by an army of receivers. I do not at 
all accept all the language which has 
been used about the receivers, but still 
it is indefensible that this enormous 
amount of landed property should be 
administered year after year in this 
extremely costly and _ unsatisfactory 
manner. Iam sure the Chief Secretary 
will regard all this as a scandal. My 
hon. friend has suggested that if the 
Government were not prepared to legis- 
late they might at least grant a Com- 
mittee of Inquiry similar to the one 
which was granted in 1894, and I would 
respectfully and strongly urge this 
suggestion on the attention of the Chief 
Secretary. It is quite true that the 
right hon. Gentleman and the Attorney 
General know all the circumstances of 
the working of the Act, and especially 
of Section 40, which we were told, 
and rightly told, in 1896 was designed 
as an extremely important feature in 
that very important Act; but the 
object of appointing a Select Committee 
would be to collect information on the 
subject on a very small scale, as the | 
Committee of 1894 did on a large scale, 
so that the House may have the facts 
before them. Naturally most of the 
English, Scottish, and Welsh members, 
whose interest is intermittent, cannot 
be expected to attend to the operation | 
of the Irish Land Acts in detail, and it | 
would be an extremely satisfactory way | 
of making the House feel its responsi- | 


working of this piece of legislation 
brought before us in the form of evidence 
and the Report of aCommittee. As it is, 
we have, even in Ireland itself, some 
myths in regard to this subject. Pur- 
chase, we know, is the ultimate solution 
of the Irish land question. Therefore, 
I am bound to say that I entirely agree 
with the policy of my hon. friend the 
Member for South Tyrone. I hope the 
Chief Secretary will consent to set up a 
small Select Committee next year to deal 


‘with this question. 


Tua CHIEF SECRETARY For IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuawy, Dover): In reply 
to the right hon. Gentleman, I may say 
I do not propose to follow him in his 
references to the Act of 1881. It will 
serve my purpose to remind the Com- 
mittee that when that Act was brought 
in a member of the present Government, 
then a member of Mr. Gladstone's 
Government, the Duke of Devonshire, 
stated, as the right hon. Gentleman 
said, that the ultimate solution of the 
agrarian difficulty in Ireland was to be 
sought for in purchase. That is a 
question upon which I think almost 


all who have studied this question are 


agreed. We begin to differ when the 
compulsory element is brought in. 
The right hon. Gentleman has again 
affirmed his belief in the blessed 
word compulsion ; and I, on the other 
hand, must again pronounce my scep- 
ticism, and say that I am opposed to its 
introduction. We are agreed that the 
solution of many of the difficulties which 
press in Ireland is to be found in an 
extension of purchase ; and, therefore, 
quite naturally, interest is aroused in 
the working of a court which was given 
extra facilities and powers some years 
ago for the very purpose of accelerating 
purchase on the estates which are ad- 
ministered more or less under its egis. 

The field I have to cover this after- 


‘noon is really very narrow. The zeal of 


Mr. Justice Ross has not been impugned. 
I am very glad to notice that my 
hon. friend the Member for South 
Tyrone in no way attributed the dis- 
appointment which he felt to any laxity 
on the part of Mr. Justice Ross. And, 
even if that were not so, I should not be 
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in order in discussing the position of that |is reversed. Last year, that is to say 


judge, although I must tell the Com- 
mittee that he has shown very great 
energy in the discharge of the work 
committed to him. Then, again, the 
officers of the court have 
criticised. Criticism has been directed 
against the solicitors. We have been 
asked how many solicitors have been 
engaged. I am advised that it is im- 
possible to arrive at the total number of 
solicitors engaged in this work; all I 
cin say is that there has been an increase 
of 30 per cent. in the total number of 
solicitors in Lreland since the Act of 1881 
passed, and I have no doubt that the 
increase which applies to the whole 
body applies particularly to those engaged 
in the work of the Land Judge’s Court. 
I think my hon. friend is under some mis- 
apprehension as to the amount of work 
which has been done in this court, 
which is not work of sale. Mr. Justice 


not been , 


Ross has to discharge a great number , 
of other duties with reference to town ‘ 


properties, with regard to encumbrances, 
declaration of title, and many other 
matters, which I confess are somewhat 
obscure to me, but which I am told 
take up a great deal of time. I am told 
that the Land Court is engaged on the 
special work of sale only on one day in 
the week, and that the other five working 
days are devoted to matters which do not 
accelerate the sale of land. That is 
one fact which I know, and I believe a 
good many other facts are present in the 
mind of the hon. Member for East Mayo 
which make it not very hard to see why 
matters do not progress as rapidly as we 
all wish ; but they do progress. We must 
not judge of the amount of sale carried on, 
or the rate of acceleration, solely by the 
sales under the 40th section. Under 
that section £540,123 worth of loans 
has been sanctioned, but outside that 
section, and under the court, £843,310 
worth has been sanctioned since April, 
1897. I am taking a period which 
tests the direct and indirect effect of the 
Act of 1896, which shows there have 
been loans to the amount of £1,383,443, 
all told, in five years. These figures 
show on analysis that the 40th section 
is working faster and faster; that, 
whereas at the outset the amount sold 
under agreement was very large, in 


1897 £197,212, and under the 40th) 


section only £18,017, now that relation 
Mr, Wyndham. 


from April of last year until 31st March 
this year, £220,809 of property was sold 
by agreement, and £270,789 worth 
was sold under the 40th section, or 
£491,589 worth in all—nearly half a 
million. So, although it is true that a 
total of only £1,300,000 is shown for five 
years, half a million is shown for last 
year. Of that the larger portion is to be 
attributed to the working of the 40th 
section. That result is due to the zeal 
and energy of Mr. Justice Ross. But 
although that is very satisfactory, all 


mut wish that his efforts might be 


attended with even greater success, 
The hon. Member who has moved the 
reduction seems to think that a good deal 
could be done by administrative action ; 
and a good deal is being done by the 
administrative action of Mr. Justice Ross, 
I doubt whether it is possible for the 
Government to do very much more, 
if it confines itself solely to administrative 
action. I should be out of order in 
referring to legislation, but there are 
difficulties in the working of this court 
which cannot be dealt with effectively 
by administrative action. Mr. Justice 
Ross has to convey an indefeasible title— 
that is no light task—and in conveying 
it he might inadvertently convey one 
man’s land to another man. The law 
of the land has provided safeguards 
against his doing so by a number of 
statutory rules. Maps have to be 
made, every rood of the land which 
is to be conveyed has to be mapped, 
and that map has to be brought to the 
notice of all adjoining occupiers and 
owners, lest some portion of their pro- 
perty should inadvertently be taken from 
them. These precautions are the law 
of the land, and no amount of admini- 
strative action on the part of the Govern- 
ment can prevent the operation being a 
very lengthy one. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: May I ask 
whether this procedure is not framed by 
Rules of Court for the purpose of creating 
obstruction ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think my hon. 
friend is in error. The Estate Court is 
handicapped more heavily than the Land 
Commission. It is bound by law to 
create an indefeasible title, and to convey 
| the fee simple, and to do those the labour 
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is great, and a great deal of time must | 
elapse. There are two other difficulties 
which I consider more grave than does 
my hon. friend. One of them is the 
difficulty which arises in adjusting all the 
rights of those whose tenants are becom- 
ing owners with the indefeasible title to a 
fee simple. When the estate is still an 
estate, the estate usages prevail. A man 
has access to a bog, although it is not on 
his holding, but when he and his de- 
scendants are being set up in life, one 
cannot leave such matters to chance. 
They have all to be decided and con- 
firmed, and they can only be settled when 
the tenants who are to be purchasers 
come to some agreement upon the matter. 
Occasionally it takes a long time to come 
to any agreement on the subject. What 
happens is this. The court issues notice 
to the tenants apprising them of all these 
things. In many cases the tenants pay 
no attention to that notice. The matter 
proceeds, and A discovers that B has to 
go across his holding or to use a bit of the 
bog to which A thinks he has a better 
title. At once the fat is in the fire, and 
no rental can be fixed until all these 
disputes have been adjusted. Although 
I should be out of order if I referred to 
legislation, | am convinced that the sale 
of land in Ireland cannot proceed with 
greater rapidity either under this court 
or any other until some greater powers 
are given to somebody to arrange these 
disputes. These are matters which 
would impress themselves upon any 
Chief Secretary, and matters upon which 
he could always obtain very good advice 
by persons competent to give it. My 
hon. friend made light of the difficulty of 
getting rid of the superior interest. 
That question is a great difficulty. It 
seems somewhat obscure to my hon. 
friend, because he asked me why Mr. 
Justice Ross should refuse the sum 
which the Land Commissioners were 
prepared to advance. In some cases 
Mr. Justice Ross cannot convey an| 
indefeasible fee simple until it has been | 
discharged of all superior interest, and 
those superior interests cannot be bought 
out except at an arbitration price. 


| 


| 
*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: That is ed 
of the Land Commission too. The! 
whole thing has to be cleared before they | 
can sell, but they never go beyond their) 
price. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I beg my hon. 
friend’s pardon, but that is not so at all. 
If it is apparent to Mr. Justice Ross that 
these superior interests cannot be ac- 
quired except for a sum greater than the 
Land Commission is ready to advance, it 
is demonstrated that the sale cannot 
proceed at all. But there are other 
grounds on which a higher price may be 
fixed. The Land Commission fixes the 
price of a holding as agricultural land 
and nothing more, and if there be upon 
it timber, and any bog in excess of what 
is needed for the holding as an agricul- 
tural holding, they do not add anything 
to the purchase money on that account. 
But Mr. Justice Ross is not there to pro- 
tect the landlord, but the mortgagees 
and creditors, who are entitled to have 
the whole of their assets realised. The 
two matters are distinct. The Land 
Commission advance as much as they 
believe to be covered by the working 
value of the land as an agricultural 
holding, and no more. Mr. Justice Ross 
is bound to see that the creditors have a 
fair sale of the asset on which they have 
lent their money. Again, it must be 
apparent that difficulties may arise from 


| the fact that these two objects have to be 


kept in mind by two separate public 
departments. I think I have sufficiently 
indicated the difficulties and explained a 
good deal of the delay which has taken 
place. I am glad to notice from the 
figures I gave that, in spite of difficulties 
so great, the sale is proceeding at a greater 
pace from year to year. The acceleration 
which has taken place in face of such 
difficulties shows that there is a good 
deal: of momentum in the sale in Ireland 
at the present moment, and I think 
the momentum will carry the movement 
very far indeed. I have been asked 
about giving greater assistance to Mr. 
Justice Ross. Something has already 
been done. Mr. Justice Ross has recently 
been given greater assistance by the 
Treasury. I was then asked whether 
the Government would grant a Parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I must confess that I 
am somewhat averse to a Parliamentary 
inquiry. Mr. Justice Ross and his staff 
are working very hard, and their labours 
are being rewarded. To have a Parlia- 
mentary inquiry now would only arrest. 
this acceleration in the work. 
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Mr. JOHN MORLEY : One effect of a 
Parliamentary inquiry might be that the | 
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Committee might recommend judicial | j 
assistance, of which there is abundance | 


at disposal in Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Quite so, but as a 
preliminary step to that the Committee 


might call a number of Mr. Justice 
Ross’s assistants over here, and keep 


them for weeks and months, as witnesses, 
which would cause delay. But my hon. 
friend suggests as an alternative that I 
should endeavour myself to discover what 
is clogging the wheels. I have made 
some effort to do so, and I will persist in 
that effort. I may say that the announce- 
ment in the King’s Speech this year is 
not illusory ; that the Government is as 
much convinced as any Member of the 
House that a land Bill for Ireland is a 
necessity. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the con- 
cluding announcement of the Chief 
Secretary was interesting and instructive 
to those who remembered that in 1896 
the Government stated that another Land 
Bill for Ireland they would never see. 
He was of opinion that the Chief Secre- 
tary’s conviction on the point would be 


deepened during the coming winter. | 


As regards the speech of the hon. Member 


for South Tyrone, for which he thanked | 


that hon. Member, there was one point 
in which he differed from him, and that 
was where the hon. Member spoke so 
highly of the learned judge of the 
Landed Estates Court. He took an en- 
tirely different view 


of the progress that was being made 
with land sales in Ireland. That was 
a rather amusing fact, but was it not 


remarkable that the acceleration syn- | 
chronised with the spread of a great | 


agitation in the country? If 
true that the wheels of the land purchase 
machinery were at last beginning to 
move, the effect was due, first, to the 
influence of the United Irish League, and 
next to the influence of the movement 
started in Ulster by the hon. Member 
for South Tyrone. ‘The Chief Secretary 
put forward various excuses for the delays | 
that had occurred, and explained the 
enormous difficulties and complications | 
in the sale of land in Ireland. Did he | 


{COMMONS} 


on that subject. | 
The Chief Secretary took a hopeful view | 


it were | 
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(forget the history of this court? Did 
| he forget how the court was established 
in 1848, when the sale of land was in- 
finitely more difficult, and _ its only 
‘object was to sell the property of the 
old landed gentry without any regard 
for the fact whether they were ruined 
or not? It was in accordance with the 
doctrines of that time that in ten years 
£28,000,000 worth of Irish property 
was sold at a sacrifice to English capi- 
'talists, without giving the owners a 
chance, and one-third of the gentry of 
Ireland were ruined. How did these 
difficulties arise now ? When the estates 
were sold to English capitalists there was 
no difficulty ; but now, when the sales 
were to Irish tenants, all these difficulties 
became apparent. The fact was that 
this court, which was unknown to the 
law of England, and which was to afford 
machinery for the rapid and cheap sale 
of land in Ireland, was perverted from 
its purpose by the action of the judges 
in hanging up estates from year to year. 
| The original object of the court was to 
afford machinery for the rapid and cheap 
sale of land in Ireland, and the law as 
interpreted for ten years—and he be- 
ilieved it to be the law at the present 
moment—was that the court had no 
right to hang up estates and nurse them 
| as it was doing now. It was no business 
of the court to act as rent collector, and 
to rig the land market by refusing to sell 
estates. That practice—and he chal- 
lenged the Attorney General for Ireland 
to contradict the statement—was con- 
'trary to the will and intention of the 
legislature. In his opinion the court in 
keeping these estates hung up indefi- 
nitely was acting illegally and against 
the whole spirit and letter of the law. 
For twenty-five years this rigging of the 
| market had gone on, and the court was 
acting illegally, in his opinion, in pur- 
suing this course. He quoted in support 
‘of this argument the judgments of Lord 
Cairns in the case of the Greer estate, 
and of Lord Justice Walker in the case 
/of Owens (under the 40th section). 
| The latter judge had laid it down clearly 
that the practice followed by the court 
was contrary to the law. It was a prac- 
tice introduced by Judge Flanagan, and 
it had led to all the delays and difficulties 
that had occurred. A scandal had arisen 
not from the law but from the mal- 
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administration of the law. The former 
Chief Secretary thought the 40th section 
the most important of the whole Bill, 
and he expressed the belief that an end 
would be put to the delay and to the 
nursing and the hanging up of estates 
in the Land Judge’s Court. Every head 
on which the late Chief Secretary recom- 
mended this clause to the House of Com- 
mons had been falsified. 

Although he had supported the 40th 
section when it was originally intro- 
duced, he then anticipated amongst other 
dangers that the effect would be to run 
up the land -sarket by keeping off it land 
that should be put upon it, and by re- 
fusing the tenants the right of buying 
at reasonable prices. Everything he 
had said with reference to this clause 
had been verified. Nearly two years 
was wasted after the passing of the Act 
between two branches of the Land Court 
as to the working of this section. The 
question in dispute was carried through 
the highest courts in the land, and the 
object to be determined was whether 
the Land Judge’s Court had the 
right to persist in raising rents above 
what the Land Commission thought 
proper. Under the 40th section the 
judge of the Land Court ordered that 
the experts should make a report upon 
the estates that had come into the 
market. He had applied over and over 
again for information as to what were 
the instructions given to the experts 
going on to those estates, but he could 
never get an answer, and he believed 
that these experts did not draw any dis- 
tinctions between the interests of the 
tenants and the interests of the landlords ; 
they reported a price which they thought 
could be fairly charged to the farmer. 
They valued the farms as they found 
them, simply as going concerns, without 
the slightest regard to the fact 
that full half the value of the farm as 
a going concern was the property of 
the tenant. The report was sent to 
the Land Court, which raised the 
price enormously. Therefore, as a rule, | 
the price put upon these farms was | 
greatly in excess of the fair value of the | 
tenant’s interest, and the unfortunate | 
tenant was compelled to go to the money- | 
lender to borrow the money to buy not | 
only the landlord’s interest in the farm, | 
but his own interest also. They had | 
complained not only of the scandalous | 
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and monstrous delays in the interests 
of the habitues of this court, but of its 
issuing machinery to bull the market 
in a manner most unjust to the tenants. 
Many of the receivers were not honest 
men. They were poverty-stricken, with- 
out the means of living, and over and 
over again these receivers had pocketed 
the money of the tenants, and 
they had given false and wrongly- 
dated receipts, and had taken money 
on account for which no_ receipts 
had been given at all, and defrauded the 
tenants in every way. The whole system 
was the most indefeasible system of 
landlordism that ever was in force. He 
had a letter from a most respectable 
farmer in the county Westmeath who 
had the misfortune to be under one of 
those receivers. The estate was the 
Fitzgerald estate, and the farmer had 
been under the harrow of this abominable 
court for four years. This farmer got 
his rent reduced in the Land Court, and 
shortly afterwards he received the follow- 
ing letter, dated May, 1901— 

“ Dear Sir,—Please let me have half years 
rent due Ist May, 1901. Your rent has been 
reduced, and I cannot pay the head rent 
without the half year that fell due in May.” 

That was simply robbery. This 
gale for May was the hanging gale, and 
this man was called upon to pay it on the 
spot. It was perfectly clear that there 
had been maladministration. It was 
intolerable that, not only should the 
court keep these estates nursed and hung 
up against the spirit and the letter of the 
law, but that receivers should be tolerated 
in this oppressive course of action. He 
strongly impressed upon the Chief Secre- 
tary that in the opinion of the Irish party 
they ought to be granted a Parliamentary 
Committee of Inquiry into this matter. 
He had no doubt whatever that this 
court had exceeded its powers by the way 
in which it had hung up estates, and the 
only place where the matter could be 
properly sifted and probed was in a 
Committee upstairs, and for that reason 
he strongly supported the demand for a 
Committee. But he was not sure that 
even a Committee would accomplish 
very much ; this court was at a deadlock 
until the hon. Member for South Tyrone 
took the field in Belfast, and the United 
Trish League in Connaught. As soon 
as this House dissolved they would get 
their shoulders under the old lumbering 
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machine, and with creaks and jolts it | 
would again jog along ; but his faith as | 
regards the clearing out of this Augean 
stable and the giving effect to this Bill, 
which was now locked up in the recesses 
of the Irish Oftice—both desirable events 
—was entirely, and firmly, and strongly, 
based upon the combination of the 
Presbyterian farmers of the North and 
the United Irish League. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL said he did not 
think the debate need be further pro- 
longed, and, inasmuch as hon. Members 
were desirous of getting to the Vote 
upon the salary of the Chief Secretary, 


he might say that, in his opinion, 
this matter had been thoroughly 


threshed out ; and, so far as he was con- 
cerned, he would be glad if a division 
could now be taken, because he in- 
tended to go to a division in order that 
the Committee might decide on a matter 
of urgent public importance. He just 
desired to say a word or two in connection 
with what had fallen from his right hon. 
friend the Chief Secretary for Ireland. 
If he had been a new Member he should 
have fallen a victim to the blandishments 
of the Chief Secretary. But those who 
knew Ireland must have realised that 
the right hon. Gentleman, though he had 
treated the question very gravely and 
courageously, had not yet touched the 
bottom of it. What the right hon. 
Gentleman had said about the court 
giving fee-simples and settling claims 
was true of every sale under the Land 
Commission, whose work was effected 
without all this delay. What the right 
hon. Gentleman had said must of course 
impress English Members, because they 
did not know what the land system of 
Ireland was. The officials who were 
working this system could not be brought 
to book by any other means than a 
Committee of the House of Commons. 
Nothing would cure the evil and get the 
wheels of the machine to move until the 
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people who were clogging it were got 
into the witness chair upstairs. 


Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.) said the hon. Member for South 
Tyrone had reminded the Committee of 
the fact of how little the English Mem- 
bers understood the Irish land question, 
and how difficult it was to get them to 
come to an intelligent appreciation of 
the existing system in Ireland. The 
right hon. Gentleman had explained 
that only one day in the week was Mr. 
Justice Ross engaged in dealing with 
this matter; and that in each case he 
had to give an indefeasible title to the 
fee simple. Giving an indefeasible title 
meant that, first of all, the court searched 
back to the Unencumbered Estates Act 
of 1840, and in doing that it had to read 
every document, go through every mar- 
riage settlement and every will, in order 
to find out everything which had been 
done with reference to the estate since 
1848. If that did not prove sufficient, it 
would go back possibly to somewhere 
about 1788, which would necessitate 
reading another set of documents ; it 
would then go further back to the 
attainders of the Prince of Orange, and 
further still to the Act of Explanation 
of Charles Il. This naturally led them 
back to the Act of Settlement of Charles 
II., and to the Cromwellian Act of 
Settlement, and possibly back to the 
reign of Elizabeth. This explained the 
delay which took place, and if the 
Government were really anxious to ex- 
pedite the sale of land in Ireland and do 
away with the congestion in this matter, 
the best thing they could do would be to 
bring in a compulsory measure which 
would do away with the necessity of all 
this search for an indefeasible title. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 119; 
Noes, 175. (Division List No. 291.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
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Ambrose, Robert 

Austin, Sir John 
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Bigneld, Arthur 

Blake Edward 

Boland, John 
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Boyle, James 
Brigg, John 


Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
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Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
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Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, C aptain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dufty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
‘Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. Herb. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hay ne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 
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Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
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Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King sLynn 
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srymer, William Ernest 
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Lewis, John Herbert 
Lundon, W. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
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Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Class IT. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £9,676, be 
granted to His Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of Mareh, 1902, for the salaries and 
Expenses of the Offices of the Chief 
Secretary in London and Dublin, and of 
the Inspectors of Lunatic Asylums. ” 


CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 
N.) moved that the Vote be reduced by 
£100. He need hardly inform the Com- 
mittee that he was not actually moving 
that reduction from any feeling of hos- 
tility to his right hon. friend. He had 
no doubt whatever that his right hon. 
friend had during the tenure of his office 
been animated by great sympathy to- 
wards all classes in Ireland, and that he 
possessed the essential qualification of a 
successful Chief Secretary—namely, a 
strong backbone. His object in moving 
a reduction was in order to call attention 
to a condition of affairs at Limerick 
which had aroused much indignation 
amongst the Loyalist portion of the 
people of Ireland—an indignation which 
he could not exaggerate. A Dr. Long 
went to Limerick in 1898. He was a 
medical practitioner of very considerable 
skill, and also belonged to the society 
called the Irish Church Mission. He 
united in his own person the duty of 
prescribing for the physical woes of 
humanity and of giving advice on 
spiritual matters, which he at any rate 


believed to be of vital importance to 
humanity at large. The proselytiser 
was not a popular character, and never 
would be, to the majority of the Members 
of this House, or with the Government 
of the day,or even with the police authori- 
ties. It was so in the days of St. Paul, 
who was the most distinguished prose- 


‘lytiser that ever lived in the world. 


Wherever St. Paul appeared he caused 
considerable excitement and something 
like what hon. Gentlemen might call 
social confusion. Proselytising was 
carried on very largely even in the House 
of Commons. He had heard the Leader 
of the House making eloquent and 
logical speeches to the distinguished 
persons. sitting opposite him. The right 
hon. Gentleman was a proselytiser, and 
he really thought that on some occasions 
his efforts had not been altogether all in 
vain. Proselytising in matters political 
was accepted as one of the legitimate 
devices of the politician; but when it 
came to proselytising in matters of 
religion, then that was held to be a grave 
matter for reproof. He, however, held 
that to a man who firmly believed a 
truth of any kind, it was his duty to try 
and get others to adopt the same opinion. 
[A VoIce FROM THE IRISH BENCHES: 
“What about Kruger ?] He did not 
understand the meaning of the interrup- 
tion or see how the remark applied. If 
a man were sitting on a fence he was not 
in a position to proselytise on any ques- 
tion ; but if he were on one side or the 
other, and believed it was the right side, 
it was his duty to try to get people to 
share his opinion. Believing, as he did, 
that religious opinion was the most ime 
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portant of all truth, he maintained that | “ 


the first duty of any man, whatever his 
religion might be, was to try to influence | 
the minds of his fellows with the truth 
in which he believed. He did not share 
at all in the condemnation which had 
been heaped on Dr. Long and the society 
to which he belonged. One of their great 
objects was the conversion of Roman 
Catholics, and he contended that that 
was a perfectly legal object in a free 
country where they could say what they 
liked, and where meetings could be held 
at which expressions could be used dia- 
metrically opposed to the best interests 
of the Empire, and where even traitors 
could spout under police protection. 
Therefore he maintained that Dr. Long, 
whose acquaintance he had not the 
honour of having, so far as he had been 
proselytising, had been acting within his 
rights as a British citizen, and no one 
had the right to interfere with him. Dr. 
Long received in his house in Limerick a 
large number of the poorest class of 
people, and gave them medical ministra- 
tions free, gratis, and for nothing, and 
he accompanied these medical ministra- 
tions by speaking to them on the subject 
of religion, which he thought so im- 
portant. But he made no bargain what- 
ever ; whether they liked his opinions or | 
not, they got his services as a medical 
man. When it was found that Dr. 
Long was an agent of the Irish Church 
Mission the priests of Limerick held 
meeting, and with two medical Catholic 
gentlemen they started to make it 
hot for Dr. Long. One of the priests, 
Father O'Leary, went to Dr. Long’s 
dispensary, where a number of patients 
were getting medical assistance, and he 
inisisted on hunting them out of the room 
and ordered them never to go there again. 
He was backed up by another priest, the 
Rev. Mr. Tiernay, who preached a sermon 
on the matter, to which he wished to call | 
the attention of the Committee as a | 
specimen of the sort of sermons they had | 
in Ireland. A report of the sermon | 
appeared in the Munster News for 28th | 
September, 1898. In that sermon Dr. 
Long was described as being a hired 
agent of the Irish Church Mission, the | 
enemy of the Catholic Church, and the | 
sooner he got a definite and unexpected | 
call to some other mission the better, for | 
his true character was a proselytising | 
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ithe way 


| Roman 
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souper.’’ Now, the Committee prob 
ably did not derive much knowledge 
from the word “ souper,” but in Ireland 
it was a name to conjure with, for, if the 
people were persuaded that a man was a 
‘ souper,” he lived a very uncomfortable 
life in any town in Ireland, and it was 
desirable that he should retire elsewhere. 
He generally disappeared like a comet. 
But the priests did not get rid of Dr. 
Long so easily as that. [A VoIce FROM 
THE IRISH BENCHES : Not while the salary 
lasted. | 


*Tnt CHAIRMAN: How does the 
hon. and gallant Member connect any of 
these matters with this Vote ? 


CoLtoneL SAUNDERSON said _ that 
the Chief Secretary was responsible for 
law and order in Ireland. The law had 
been broken in Limerick, and he did 
not think that sufficient police protection 


had been granted to Dr. Long. He 
thought the Government in Ireland 


could be held distinetly responsible for 
the failure in protecting Dr. Long. 
What he wanted to point out was that 
the priests had made up their minds that 
Dr. Long was to be got rid of at all 
hazards. After the sermon of Father 
Tiernay, and after Father O'Leary had 
made a morning call on Dr. Long and 
ealled him a brute, and said the sooner 
he got out of Limerick the better, Dr. 
Long was publicly insulted in the streets, 
and was assailed with stones, eggs, and 
cabbages, which was the natural result 
in Ireland when a man was held up to. 
public execration by the priests. Limerick 
was in a most deplorable state. The 
masters of Limerick were the priests, who 
decided that at all hazards Dr. Long was 
to be got rid of. That threw a sidelight 
on the social condition of Ireland and 
the country was governed. 
There was no freedom in Limerick 
the present time. There was a man 
named McCabe, who lived in a tenement 
house in which were many other inhabi- 
tants. McCabe was the only Protestant 
in the whole tenement, the rest being 
Catholics. Dr. Long attended 
McCabe and his wife, which was more 
than could be endured by the reverend 
gentleman who interfered with the 
doctor. This was what McCabe said— 
“Ona recent evening the Roman Catholic: 
priests came into my room, and one of them. 
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said, ‘It is you who is causing all this annoy- | 


ance. My wife told him he had no right to 
interfere, and the priest said, ‘It is a nice place 
you have nested yourselves in, among my 
people.’” 

Aiter that the mob broke the windows, 
and when his wife and daughter went 
out on Friday morning his wife was 


struck and his daughter struck in the, 


eye, which was blackened. 
pened in Belfast, what would occur ? 


Hon. Members opposite would rise up in } 
towering indignation and point to the 


existence of that monstrous state of 
things in the capital of Ulster. What 
excuse was there that that state of things 
should be permitted to go on? The only 
hope was that when the case was brought 
before the court justice would be done. 
A prosecution was instituted against the 
Rev. Mr. O’Leary and others. When 
the case came up, and when it was proved 
that these things happened under the 
direct guidance and instigation of the 
rev. gentleman, the case was simply dis- 
missed. But, not satisfied with that, Dr. 
Long appealed to the judge, Mr. Hickson. 
In dismissing the case, that gentleman 
said that it was disgraceful that these 
things should happen, and suggested 
that they could be stopped by leaving 
the doctor absolutely alone in his pro- 
fessional capacity. In other words, they 
were to boycot him. Then a remarkable 
thing happened. Another rev. gentle- 
man got up and made a strong and fiery 
speech, pointing out the necessity for 
getting rid of this proselytism. That 
ought not to have happened in a court of 
justice. It was a mockery of justice. 
What would happen at Belfast if such 
things took place—if, say, Mr. Trew, 
whom hon. Gentlemen opposite did not 
seem to admire, had been brought before 
the magistrate and his case heard and 
dismissed, and a priest of the Church of 
Ireland were to get up and make such a 
speech? He thought hon. Gentlemen 
opposite would be up in arms, and no 
doubt it would be perfectly rght. These 
things caused in Ireland at this moment 


If that hap- | 


| 


a tremendous amount of excitement and | 
|When Catholic clergymen found that 


anger, which he for one was very sorry 


togsee kindled. 


reply would hold out some hope that the 
astonishing action of this magistrate 
would not pass unnoticed. He ventured 
to say that in a short time, if the Irish 


Col. Saunderson. 


He hoped that the; 
representatives of the Government in| 
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National League were permitted to exist 
in Ireland, this would be the state of 
things not only in Limerick, but in other 
parts of Ireland. [Nationalist dissent. ] 
To give prominence to the matter, he 
had thought it necessary to move the 
reduction of his hon. friend’s salary ; but 
he had no intention to divide the House 
upon it. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary tor the 
Chief Secretary.””—(Colonel Saunderson.) 


*Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said he would 
not have intervened in the debate if the 
city which he represented had not 
been brought forward. They had lis- 
tened to a very amusing but not very 
instructive speech. The reason why 
hon. Members brought forward the case 
was that they were feeling so insecure 
in their constituencies that they wanted 
to tap the orange drum to save their 
political skins. He desired to state 
the relationship of the various religious 
denominations. For forty years they 
had always lived on terms of goodwill 
except when some paid hireling like Dr. 
Long came to disturb the public peace. 
There were half a dozen different religious 
denominations in Limerick, and_ he 
challenged contradiction when he said 
that there was no case in which a Pro- 
testant had been attacked or a window 
broken. Colonel Saunderson had made 
his statement secondhand, but he (Mr. 
Joyce) spoke from practical knowledge 
ot all the circumstances which led up to 
the disturbance raised by this man, Dr. 
Long. He went to Limerick two years 
ago and made public that he was dis- 
pensing free medicine and advice. He 
did not mention his spiritual tendencies 
at that time. Naturally poor people 
availed themselves of his medical minis- 
trations, and were supplied gratis with 
advice and medicine forthe body. When 
Dr. Long thought his earnings were 
secure he tried another tack and gave 
them spiritual comfort for their souls. 


Dr. Long was trying to do for Limerick 
what centuries of persecution could not 
do, they would not permit any of their 
flock to avail themselves of his medical 
ministration and forbade them to go to 
his place. He said if they would not go 
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to his place he would go to theirs, and | 
then he went into the most Catholic 


quarters of Limerick trying to get what | Scripture 
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a noble profession, went to Limerick 
about two years ago as the agent of a 
society. The people of 
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was impossible—a single convert to his! Limerick, however, did not require his. 
views. It was only then that the people | ministrations, as there were in that 


of Limerick got angry with Dr. Long, | 


city a number of excellent Catholic 


and when he found he could not get|clergy. The ordinarily peaceful state 


at the adult population of Limerick he 


tried his hands upon the little children | 


—scoundrel as he was—trying to seduce 
them to tea parties with tea and sweets 
for their bodies, and something else for 
their souls. At this the people became 
very angry, and Dr. Long applied for 
police protection. Yet this man tried 
to evade the police and to make a scene 
and become a martyr—a somewhat 
cabbage-stalk martyr. If Dr. Long 
wanted to convert anybody, or wanted 
to administer in his medical capacity, 
why did he not go to South Africa and 
minister to the poor: soldiers? If he 
wanted to administer his religion why 
should he not go to darkest Africa ? 
If he did, his salary perhaps would 
not be so big, nor would he have the 
benefit of police protection. Or he 
might possibly go to minister in darkest 
England. He held that the Chief Sec- 
retary had information from the police, 
that if it had not been for the exertions 
of the Catholic priests Dr. Long might 
have been injured by ignorant people. 
He only wanted the House to know 
that this doctor was condemned by | 
every section of every religious denomi- 
nation. Letters had come from the 
Jewish persuasion, and one from a 
Protestant minister, both condemning 
the man, and it was only when Dr. Long, 
who had nochurch but his surgery and 
no creed beyond his salary, came to 
proselytise in cities like Limerick, where 
such scoundrels were let loose among | 
the people, that these disturbances took | 
place, such as had arisen in Belfast when 
the people rose and swept them from | 
their path. The men of Limerick would | 
not pursue this man. The women of | 
Limerick in the past had thrashed and | 
driven the Dutch beyond the city walls, | 
and the women of Limerick to-day 
would hunt Dr. Long if he was not very 
careful of what he was doing, and did not 
keep away from the homes of the Catholic 
people, 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.) pointed 
out that this Dr. Long, who represented 





of the place was shown by the fact that 
for one quarter sessions after another: 
the very distinguished judge there— 
Judge Adams—had been receiving white 
gloves. The people of Limerick did not 
desire to injure this man, but, at the 
same time, they were a spirited people. 
The women and girls of Limerick at one 
time drove the Dutchmen from the 
walls, and they might do the same with 
this fellow. It was ridiculous to spend. 
£600 a year on extra police protection 
for Dr. Long, whose great desire was 
to gain cheap notoriety and to become 
a martyr, but who did not want a broken 
skull. That was what he would pro- 
bably get, however, if he remained in 
Limerick ; for, while Protestants and 
Catholics lived amicably together, they 


‘did not want to be disturbed in this. 


manner. If Dr. Long wanted to civilise 
human beings he would find better 
material to civilise down Ratcliff High- 
way. There were millions of people in 
London who did not know that there 
was a God, and hundreds of others who 
did not care whether there was or not. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.) said he regretted that there was no 
other way of raising this question con- 
cerning the recent riots in Limerick 
except by moving a reduction of the 
Chief Secretary’s salary. He thought 
it was rather unfortunate that he could 
not bring such an important subject 
forward under more satisfactory cir- 
cumstances. He desired to say at the 


‘outset that he did not find any fault 


with the conduct of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Chief Secretary for 
Ireland in this matter. He believed 
that the right hon. Gentleman was 
very anxious to do the best he could 


'to protect both the sections of the people 


in Ireland concerned in this matter, 
and he had done his best to deal with the 
question fairly andimpartially. The case 
of Dr. Long was first raised in this 
House by a question put by him soon after 
the Whitsuntide holidays, but since then 
there had been very great excitement 
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in various parts of Ireland, because it 
was imagined on the part of some Pro- 
testant people that the Chief Secretary 
was not willing and anxious to protect 
the lives of certain persons who were 
obnoxious to the Roman Catholic 
majority. The story of Dr. Long was 
known all over the British Isles, and 
they would be indebted to the press 
for giving an impartial report of the 
proceedings in that House. He felt sure 
that the more the case was known the 
more the sympathies of the great British 
people would be enlisted on the side of 
liberty of speech, and that they would 
not be a party to sanctioning any pro- 
ceedings which would restrict that 
liberty and freedom of speech which 
was the glory of the land we lived in 
and belonged to. Dr. Long had been 
about two years in Limerick, and gave 
spiritual advice as well as medical pre- 
scriptions, only following the example 
of his Master, who healed the sick in 
body as well as ministered to the souls. 
He was accused of being a proselytiser ; 
but those who accused him belonged to 
a Church that was the most extensive 
proselytising agent the world had ever 


seen. His life was made a_ burden 
to him; he could not ride on his 
bicycle without police protection, or 


visit any of his patients without being 
protected. Life was not worth living 
forhim. Great excitement has naturally 
been raised on this question in Ireland. 
An enormous meeting, which was densely 
crowded, was held in the Rotunda at 
Dublin on Tuesday last. [A NATIONALIST 
Member: How many Protestants were 
there from Limerick ?] The utmost sym- 
pathy wasexcited,and a demand madethat 
the Chief Secretary and the Government of 
Ireland should use more stringent means 
to protect the lives and liberties of the 
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Protestant minority, even in such a 


place as Limerick. They had heard 
an eloquent denunciation of Dr. Long, 
and he regretted that the Lord Chief 
Justice had joined in the denunciation. In 
his charge the Lord Chief Justice said :— 


“‘T see that the people of this city have been 
somewhat excited by the presence of the Dr. 
Long—I think that is the name. He is an 
agent of what I believe is described as the 
Trish Church Missions to Roman Catholics. 
He has been mobbed by the people. 


is wholly indefensible; it is much to be depre- 


Mr. William Johnston. 


Now, of | 
course, any violence on the part of the people | : : 
' well as the liberties of the Roman Catho- 
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cated. But if the people would take my 
advice—and I have great interest in this city 
from old associations—they would leave these 
agents of that society entirely alone; they 
would pass them, and not notice them; they 
would not make martyrs of them, because, 
gentlem en,if they make martyrs of them, they 
only secure that the monetary stream comes in 
greater volume from England. It comes in 
greater volume from a very pious, a very well 
meaning, and, indeed, I would say, a very rich 
section of the English community. The people 
should not make martyrs of these agents of 
this society. The Protestant community—the 
respectable Protestant community of this city 
and of this country—do not in any way 
associate themselves with these attempts by 
this so-called Irish Church Missions to Roman 
Catholics. They do not associate themselves 
with them either in my own native county of 
Clare, or here in the city, or the county of 
Limerick, or elsewhere throughout the south 
of Ireland The respectable Protestant com- 
munity all adhere to their own religion con- 
sistently and devotedly. The Irish Church 
Missions are supported in England by people 
who are very well meaning, who are very 
religious, but who have no conception of the 
worthlessness of the Irish Church Missions in 
this country. That isallIsay. It is enough.” 
He also wished to call attention to the 
fact that at the Dublin annual meeting 
of the Society for Irish Church Missions 
held on the 16th of April last, which was 
presided over by the Bishop of Derry and 
taphoe, and attended by over sixty 
clergymen, the chairman eloquently advo- 
cated the rights of Dr. Long. It was not 
his intention to prolong the debate, but he 
could not be in his place in Parliament, 
representing a constituency in the North 
that felt deeply the value of Protestantism 
to its prosperity and progress, without 
raising his voice on behalf of the perse- 
cuted in Ireland. It would be an ill day 
for England when the nation took no 
interest in civil and religious liberty; 
and if the great battle that had been 
waged for centuries was to be terminated 
by the defeat, instead of victory, of the 
right against the wrong. When he 
first addressed the House on behalf of 
free processions in Ireland, he claimed the 
right for Roman Catholics as well as 
Orangemen. He had never receded from 
the position he took up in 1869 in that 
House, and the same liberty he claimed for 
himself he would extend to His Majesty's 
Roman Catholic subjects. Therefore 
he asked the Chief Secretary and 
the Government of Ireland to do what 
in them lay to protect the rights and 
liberties of the Protestant minority as 
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fics in that country. 
the right hon. Gentleman would do his 
best. It was a hard and thankless task 
to be Chief Secretary, as he was sure to be 
opposed by both sections. But he could 
stand there and say, though perhaps 
he would be censured for saying it, that 
he believed the right hon. Gentleman 
was doing his very best to hold the scales 
of justice impartially between the Pro- 
testants and Roman Catholies of Ireland. 


*Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick 
W.) said that, as one of the representatives 
of the county of Limerick. he should be 
wanting in his duty if he did not say a few 
words upon this subject. One would 
have thought that the hon. Members for 
North Armagh and Belfast would have 
been gratified with the answer given by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland some time ago in 
reference to Dr. Long. ‘The Chief Secre- 
tary had stated that he regretted the 
action taken by Dr. Long, but instead of 
regretting, the hon. Members for North 
Armagh and Belfast stood up there as 
champions of Dr. Long, the avowed 
proselytiser. Instead of being the ag- 
grieved party, as he was represented to 
be, Dr. Long was going round the city 
of Limerick constituting himself the 
aggressor, and provoking an exhibition 
ot hostile feelings. Dr. Long was actually 
stirring up animosity between  Pro- 
testants and Catholics such as had never 
existed before. It was with feelings of 
pain that he rose to speak on that occa- 
sion at all, because he did not like to hear 
of any ill-feeling being aroused between 
Protestants and Catholics. He would much 
rather that the spirit of toleration which 
had always existed in the south of Ireland, 
and especially in Limerick, should have 
continued to exist. The present state of 
things was no fault of the Catholics of 
Limerick, which was essentially a Catholic 
city. Dr. Long came to Limerick some 
two years ago, and he went around the 
city offering his professional services 
gratuitously to the Catholic poor, whom 
he tried to divert from their religion. 
Naturally Catholic people were indignant 
to think that a stranger and an adven- 


turer, who was an avowed proselytiser, 
should do such athing. From the recep- | 


tion which Dr. Long received he ought to 
have seen that his proper place was not in 
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Limerick, but in China or South Africa. 
He could not be made, however, to under- 
stand this, and he continued his nefarious 
practices in Limerick. He had by his 
conduct excited the people to violence, 
and he had provoked them to breaches of 
the peace. No wonder that the Catholic 
clergy were compelled to interfere in 
order to protect their flock from the 
insults of Dr. Long. Father O’Leary was 
summoned for using abusive language 
to Dr. Long calculated to create a breach 
of the peace. The case was adjudicated 
upon by four magistrates, including Mr. 
Dickson, the resident magistrate, a 
member of a Protestant family in the 
south of Ireland, and dismissed. In 
his opinion it was Dr. Long who ought 
to have been summoned and bound over 
to keep the peace, and not Father O'Leary. 
sy such conduct as this Dr. Long was 
making himself more and more obnoxious 
every day, and the respectable Protestants 
and Catholics of Limerick were disgusted 
with him. A Protestant clergyman 
recently wrote a letter to the newspapers, 
in which he stated that he had lived all 
his life in the south of Ireland, and he 
had not experienced the smallest diffi- 
culty in keeping on good terms with the 
Catholics. This Protestant clergyman 
further stated that, if Protestants had 
been insulted, he feared they had brought 
on the insults themselves in order to 
gain a little cheap martyrdom. That 
was the good feeling which existed be- 
tween the Protestants and Catholics in 
the south of Ireland, and they could not 
expect that the Catholics of Ireland would 
put up with Dr. Long’s insults any 
_ longer. 


*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) said 
he did not like the mixture of theology 
and medicine. It would be to the 
interest of Christian charity if Dr. Long 
could transfer his work to some less in- 
flammable district. At the same time 
Dr. Long had done nothing that he had 
not a legal right to do, and he thought 
it was untrue that he had forced himself 
upon people. He asked no one to come 
to him, and he never visited without an 
invitation. He never forced people to 
listen to him, or interfered with the 
liberty of his patients. His proselytism 
'took place in his own house; on the 
/oceasion on which he was insulted by 
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Father O'Leary he was simply paying a 
professional visit to a patient of his own 
religion, and a perfect reign of terror 
prevailed in Limerick against all who were 
connected with him. He thought Irish 
Members were very unwise in applauding 
this state of things. There was rising in 
the country a strong anti-sacerdotal 
feeling, which was likely to place formid- 
able barriers in the way of some of the 
things which Irish Catholics most de- | 
sired. If hon. Members had come for- 
ward and dissociated themselves from 
such exhibitions of mob violence they | 
would have greatly helped, and certainly | 
would not have injured, their cause. 
Whatever might be thought of Dr. Long’s 
proceedings. the way he had been treated 
was perfectly deplorable. He did not 
like to discuss the conduct of magistrates, 
but it appeared to him that the lan- 
guage used by the resident magistrate, 
who exhorted the people from the bench 
to give Dr. Long “ no employment as 
regards his profession,” was a most 
deliberate advocacy of boycotting. He 
did not know whether the use of that 
language could be contradicted or ex- 
plained, but it appeared in the Irish 
press on the sth June, and up to the 
present it had remained uncontradicted, 
unqualified, and unexplained. And this 
was language used in a country where 
anything that was likely to lead to boy- 
cotting was peculiarly dangerous. He 
did not say anything about the gross 
impropriety. after the case was finished, 
of allowing the parish priest to address 
the court. He did not see how any 
reasonable person could defend that. 
While entirely dissociating himself from 
these missionary methods, he thought 
his right hon. friend was quite right in 
directing attention to the conduct of the 
resident magistrate. 

*Mr. CONOR O'KELLY (Mayo, N.) 
said he would support the motion for the 
reduction of the Chief Secretary’s salary 
for different reasons from that brought 
forward by the right hon. and gallant | 


Member who brought forward the case | 
of Dr. Long. His reasons were, the 


arbitrary suppression of public meetings | 
in Ireland, and the attempts to silence | 
the public press and to destroy the right | 


of free speech. What they complained | 


of was that the right of free speech was No | 
longer accorded to them in Ireland, and | 


Mr, Lecky. 
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them in voting for the reduction of the 
right hon. Gentleman’s salary. On the 
first day of this year a meeting was to be 
held in Foxford, county Mayo, and to be: 
addressed by the hon. Member for East 
Mayo. The meeting was called for a 
perfectly legitimate object, and yet 200 
policemen were drafted into the town to 
suppress it, and prevent the Member for 
the division from addressing his con- 
stituents. The meeting was suppressed 
on the affidavit of a police constable or a 
district inspector, the statements in 
which the promoters of the meeting had 


/no opportunity of traversing, and the 


truth of which they were unable to in- 
quire into. The Chief Secretary may 


‘say that there was a grazing farm in 


the district that had been grabbed, 
and if the meeting had been allowed to 
proceed language denunciatory of the 
grabber might have been used. But that 
could not supply justification for the 
action of the Chief Secretary. If it did, 
we would arrive at this preposterous con- 
dition of things—in any district in which 
a grazing farm was grabbed it would 
follow that there the right of public 
meeting and free speech ceased. If the 
Chief Secretary feared that language 
would here be used to which he could 
take exception, he had his remedy in 
the courts, but nothing could excuse 
his wanton and capricious interference 
with the rights of the people to public 
meeting. He remembered also the sup- 
pression of meetings in the parish of 
Ballyhaunis, meetings called for per- 
fectly legitimate objects. The Island 
Farm in that parish had been surrendered 
to the landlord. The parish is one of the 
poorest in Mayo, and the people were 
most anxious that the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board would purchase it for pur- 
poses of redistribution. Week followed 


'week and month followed month, and 


yet the Board did not move ; and in the 
end the farm was grabbed by a grazier, 
who came all the way from North Mayo 
to take it. The result of his action had 


been to keep the whole district in a fer- 


ment of excitement and unrest ever 
since. Meetings were called to protest 
| against the action of the grazier, but they 
were not allowed to be held. The repre- 
sentative of the division attended, but he 
was not allowed to speak ; on the con- 
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trary, he was chased all over the country 
by the police and subjected to every form 
of humiliation and insult. Then there 
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sion for the erection of the huts on his 


land. The district inspector, seeing this, 


was the Roheen meeting ; he went to. 


Roheen to speak, but there was a large 
force of police present to prevent him. 
The meeting was not suppressed by the 
usual proclamation ; there was no pre- 
tence to observing legal forms. A district 


at once despatched one of his sergeants 
to Colonel Logan’s bailiff, a man named 
2ose, to inform him of what was being 
done, and to hurry him up to the scene. 


When Rose arrived he threatened poor 
O’Brien with the displeasure of his land- 


inspector of police named Lowndes, an | 
upstart, who, by some freak of fate, was 


wearing an officer’s uniform, told him 
that he would not allow the meeting to 
proceed. He asked him what was his 
authority for suppressing the meeting ; 
he would give none. He asked him why 
the meeting was suppressed ; he declined 
to answer. And yet hon. Members were 
surprised when Members from Ireland 
expressed their hatred and contempt for 
the administration of law under which 
such things were possible. 

The hon. Member proceeded to deal 
with the action taken by the Attorney 
General against the County Council of 
Mayo in connection with certain huts 
erected for evicted tenants in that county. 
In the May of last year two families— 
numbering fifteen persons in all—were 
evicted from their holdings on the estate 
of the Marquess of Sligo, in the village of 
Arderry, in the county of Mayo. The 
evictions, which were carried out by a 
large force of police, were attended with 
every circumstance of harshness and 
cruelty. For a month after their evic- 
tion the unfortunate people, having had 
no place to go to, were obliged to sleep 
out by the side of a ditch adjacent to 
their former homes. A more pitiable 
spectacle than that presented by these 
poor creatures, lying out by the side of 
this ditch, exposed to all kinds of weather, 
and with the scantiest clothing, it would 
have been hard to find. Their neigh- 
bours, moved by their wretched con- 
dition, although almost as poor as them- 
selves, resolved to subscribe a few shil- 
lings in order to provide for them a rough 
shelter pending a settlement, with Lord 
Sligo and reinstatement in their former 
homes. In the middle of June a number 
of people met in the village for the pur- 
pose of erecting the huts. They at- 
tempted in the first instance to erect 
them on the side of the road, but the | 
police prevented them from doing this. | 


| port union. 


lord—and every unfortunate tenant in 
Ireland knows what that means--if he 
allowed the huts to go up on his holding. 
O’Brien, intimidated in this way, with- 
drew the permission he had given. A 
member of the county council who was 
present during these proceedings promised 
the people that he would ask permis- 
sion at the next meeting of that body to 
have the huts erected on an expansion 
of the public road at Arderry, where 
they would in no way interfere with any 
traffic passing over the road. Before he 
came to that point at which the Attorney 
General and Chief Secretary appeared 
on the scene, he might be allowed to say 
a few words as to the village of Arderry 
itself. Arderry was a very remote and 
very unfrequented village in the West- 
It was one of the poorest 
and most squalid villages in one of the 


| most congested districts in the west, and 


the population did not exceed half a 
dozen families altogether. The road on 
which the huts were allowed to be 
erected was made as a “ relief” road 
in 1891, and the House would under- 
stand from that that it was made not 
so much with a view to meeting any 
requirements of public traffic or con- 
venience as to help the poor villagers. 
through the usual bad season. Indeed, 
whole and sole traftic on the road con- 
sisted of the donkey carts of the villagers 
that passed into Westport two or three 
times a week. The people having sub- 
scribed a few shillings for the purchase 
of timber, and having received per 
mission from the County Council, the 
huts mere put up; but no sooner were 
the evisted tenants sheltered in them 
than they found that the shadow of 
Lord Sligo was still hanging over them. 
The noble Marquess was evidently furious 


that his victims were not allowed to. 


perish of hunger and exposure on the 
roadside. He next set himself to the 
task of dislodging them from their 


Then a tenant on a neighbouring estate, humble refuge, and in this discreditable 
the estate of Colonel Logan, gave permis- work he invoked and received the willing: 
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aid of Dublin Castle. In a few days the 
county council received a communica- 
tion from the chief Crown solicitor 
pointing out that the erection of the 
huts narrowed the road by a few inches, 
and demanding their immediate removal. 
Fancy the Castle being more concerned 
about the rights of the people of the 
county of Mayo than the elected repre- 
sentatives of the people themselves 
Such a burlesque would not be possible 
in any country outside Ireland. The 
council referred the letter to the county 
surveyor, with instructions that he 
should visit Arderry, see if the huts were 
the obstruction they were said to be, 
and repoit to the council at their next 
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meeting. At the next meeting the 
county surveyor sent in his report. The 


council was fortunate in having as its 
surveyor one of the most trustworthy 
and efficient public officers in Ireland. 
He went over to them from 
grand jury, and if he had any political 
opinions at all, they were not those held 
by the great majority of the council in 
whose service he was. Mr. Dickson 
reported that the huts were erected upon 
it piece of waste ground on the side of a 
mountain road, that the waste ground 
was an expansion of the road, and in no 
sense formed part of the travelling way. 
The huts were also quite clear of the 
travelling way. The distance between 
the huts and the opposite fence was 
17 feet, which was the exact width of 
the road itself a distance of 200 yoads 
further north. In his (Mr. Dickson’s) 
opinion the huts were no obstruction 
whatever to public traffic, and in any 
case there was very little traffic,onaccount 
of the inaccessibility of the district. 
With that report before them, the 
county council refused to remove the 
huts, taking into consideration that 
the huts were purely temporary in 
«character, and that they had been erected 


the old! 


by public charity for the purpose of saving | 
from death and hunger Lord Sligo’s | 


victims. But at the particular spot 
where the county council allowed these 
huts to be erected, for several years past 
ricks of turf had been allowed to be built 
up, and the Attorney General had never, 
so far as he knew, taken exception to 
them. As a matter of fact, all these 
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the Attorney General had never taken 
exception to the practice ; but when it 
came to a question of saving from death 
by exposure the victims of a harsh land- 
lord, the Attorney General and the 
Executive immediately intervened, and 
prevented public charity doing its work. 

The Chief Secretary had recently been 
in the West of Ireland, and knew the 
condition of the congested districts. He 
had been in the cabins of the people and 
knew what their poverty was. Was he 
going to play the part of Dr. Jekyll and 
Mr. Hyde? When he was there he was 
full of soft words to the people ; was he 
now going to stand up here as the apolo- 
gist of conduct which increased the 
sufferings of the people with whom he 
had expressed such effulgent sympathy ? 
Some time ago the county surveyor made 


a report on the number of encroachments 


waste pieces of ground, and all these ex- | 


tensions of public roads all over the 


on the public road in the county of Mayo, 
which the Attorney General had passed 
by ; and he would ask the Chief Secre- 
tary whether it was his intention to en- 
force the law strictly in regard to ob- 
structions of this kind. A wooden 
house had been erected at Ardagh for 
fourteen years, and neither the Attorney 
General nor the Chief Secretary had 
taken objection to it. Then, police 
barracks had been erected on _ the 
roadside and no objection had _ been 
taken. Further, a fishing lodge had been 
built by a Mr. Brown, a notorious land- 
lord, and neither the Chief Secretary 
nor the Attorney General had taken the 
trouble to interfere. He wanted to know 
whether there was going to be one law 
in the county of Mayo for the landlords 
and the police, and another law for the 
common people? He would ask the 
Attorney General and the Chief Secre- 
tary whether it was to be understood, 
from their action in this case, that they 
intended to compel the prosecution of 
every person who had erected any build- 
ing which lessened the width of the 
public road. He did not expect, how- 
ever, that the right hon. Gentlemen 
would pin themselves to a policy of that 
kind, because, if they did, they would 
involve the whole county of Mayo in a 
sea of litigation. Not a single ratepayer 
in the county of Mayo had ever lodged 
a single complaint against these huts, 
and even the Attorney General would 
never have said a word about it had it 


country were so utilised by the people, and | not been that the Marquis of Sligo had 


Mr. Conor O’ Kelly. 
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complained. The Attorney General paid 
no rates in Mayo, knew nothing about 
the county, and had no sort of connection 
with it. Suppose this had happened in 
the county of Devon, did anyone suppose 
that the Attorney General for England 
would have brought the county council 
of that county to London, and impeached 
them there, because they had encroached 
upon an isolated track, or that a county 
council in Scotland would have been 
brought to Edinburgh because they had 
narrowed temporarily a path in the 
Highlands by six inches? But things 
might be done in Ireland with impunity 
which could not be done in England or 
Scotland. The Attorney General pro- 
ceeded against the council, and got an 
injunction from the Master of the Rolls 
to compel the removal of the huts. So 
the little shelters had to come down, and 
so far the advantage was with Lord 
Sligo. What he wanted to know was, 
why did the Chief Secretary and Attorney 
General insist on pulling down these 
huts, whilst they allowed serious obstruc- 
tions all over the country to pass un- 
noticed?) Hon. Gentlemen opposite 
were accustomed to reproach Irishmen 
with their want of respect for law and 
order. What respect could they have 
for a system of administration that 
differentiated in this way between two 
classes of the people? So long as law was 
administered in Ireland in its present 
one-sided and partisan character, so long 
would they despise it, and so long would 
they be justified in resisting it by every 
means in their power. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8S.) said 
that the concluding sentences of 
the hon. Member who had just sat 
down were a very eloquent com- 
mentary on the matter brought be- 
fore the Committee by the right hon. 
Member for North Armagh. Those who 
had listened to the latter Gentleman 
and the Member for the University of 
Dublin must acknowledge that the 
right hon. Member for North Armagh 
was fully justified in calling the attention 
of the Government and the Committee 
to this affair in Limerick. He was not 
going into the details of what had been 
occurring in that city during the last 
two years, but he desired, in one or two 
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sentences, to say to the Committee that | 
the Lord Chief Justice of Ireland was 
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under a delusion if he thought that the 
respectable Protestants of Ireland had 
no sympathy with Dr. Long. He had 
fully investigated all the facts, and he 
believed that Dr. Long had done nothing 
in Limerick which any respectable man 
need be ashamed of. Dr. Long went to 
that city for a purpose, and it was no 
disgrace to him that he was connected 
with the Irish Church Mission. [A 
Voice FROM THE Irish Bencues: He 
confessed himself that he was a prosely- 
tiser.] Every Christian was a prosely- 
tiser, and the hon. Gentleman who 
interrupted him was very ignorant of the 
history of one of the greatest orders of 
his own Church—for example. that of the 
Jesuit Missions in China and in South 
America, which based their strongest 
hopes upon their converts by the fact 
that they gave them benevolent and free 
medical advice. He entirely agreed with 
the observation of the hon. Member 
who said that the people of Limerick 
were a peaceful people and had no desire 
to interfere with Dr. Long. It was 
perfectly true that for months no person 
had interfered with that gentleman 
until an agitation was started by certain 
people. What he wanted to impress on 
his right hon. friend the Chiet Secretary 
was the fact that the serious condition 
of affairs in Limerick was not that Dr. 
Long had been subjected to violence, 
but that other inhabitants, members 
of his own faith, who were entitled 
to his advice as a medical officer, had been 
persecuted and debarred by force from 
getting that relief. Comment had been 
made on the action of the resident magis- 
trate, but he believed that the county 
inspector had been equally tolerant 
of the gross abuse of law and order. 
He was not at all sure that the county 
inspector and the resident magistrate 
were altogether to blame, because they 
had been living in an atmosphere in 
which those things had been tolerated. 
He was glad to observe that within 
the last few days the violence of the mob 
had been lessening, but for two years 
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‘it had been allowed to go on and had 


gradually increased. It had been said, 
on the other side, that Dr. Long had 


‘been wanting to get a martyrs crown ; 
‘but Dr. Long had made no complaint, 


either in the press or to the party with 
which he was identified in this House, 
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until the violence in Limerick could no 
longer be tolerated. He hoped that his 
right hon. friend would see that neither 
in Limerick nor in any other part of 
Ireland would mob-law be allowed to 
encroach on the civil rights which every 
inhabitant of Ireland was entitled to 
demand under a constitutional Govern- 
ment. 


He wanted to call attention to 
what, he must say, was an equally 
serious condition of affairs in Sligo and 
other districts of Ireland. In 1898 an 
organisation, now well known as the 
United Irish League, was started ; and, 
so far as he could judge, the motives of 
the United Irish League differed in no 
material fact from the motives of the 
old Land League. [** Hear, hear ” from 
the Irish Benches.| He was glad to 
find that hon. Gentlemen opposite 
agreed with him, and therefore he 
would not argue that question further. 
The founder of the United Irish League 
explained very explicitly its policy in 
a letter to a secretary of a branch league 
in county Clare. He said that each 
county was to have a free hand to carry 
out the views of the League as it best 
suited the necessities of the county. 
In one county they were to break up 
the large grazing farms, and in another 
county they were to stamp out what was 
known as “ land-grabbing.” Then they 
immediately proceeded to inaugurate a 
policy of enforcing their views all over 
the country. Inthe month of September, 
1898, a meeting was held at Roscommon 
to denounce a man who had done 
a perfectly legal thing—namely, taken 
a farm from which the tenant, who 


had not paid his rent, had been evicted— , 


and a speaker at that meeting told his 
audience that a man who did that 

would have his life made ex- 
tremely unhappy and uncomfortable. 

Shortly after that meeting was held the 
senior Member for the City of Cork sent 

a letter to the editor of the Irish World 
in New York. It was through the 
Irish World that three-fourths of the | 
money was received by the United | 
Irish League for their policy of plunder | 
and assassination. It was a significant | 
example of the part which the United 
Trish League played, even at the very | 
early stage of its existence, that the | 
editor of the Jrish World was chosen | 

Mr. Macartney. 
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| by its founder to be the recipient of a 
‘eablegram regarding its methods and 
policy, and in a few weeks £600 was 
subscribed through that newspaper to. 
enable the United Irish League to 
carry on its operations. Within a few 
weeks graziers were forced to appear 
‘on the platforms of the United Irish 
League and to abandon the farms 
which they had legally taken. Now 
what was the policy of the Irish Execu- 
tive at that time? He at once said 
that he could not in the least blame 
the right hon. the Chief Secretary 
for the condition of Sligo and other parts 
of the country at the present moment. 
His right hon. friend was under a 
damnosa hereditas. 

It was extremely dangerous to treat 
a movement of this character in the way 
in which it had been treated by those 
responsible for law and order in Ireland. 
Their policy was to pooh-pooh the 
United Irish League, and to treat it 
as a body which would die out. But it 
did not die out. The influence of the 
United Irish League had gone on in- 
creasing, and now it was a hundred 
times greater than in the year 1898. 
It had branches all over the country 
and had committees which summoned 
what they called obnoxious persons 
before them. The whole paraphernalia 
of the Land League had been in existence 
for the last two years, and they had 
enforced their policy by the usual 
methods. They had maimed and killed 
cattle, sent threatening letters, and had 
fired on houses. He could multiply 
instances where this had been done. 
The result was that in the districts 
where the League operated there was 
no such thing as liberty of action. 
Since 1898 there had been a steady 
increase in the class of crime by which 


| these associations maintained their power. 


In 1898 the number of cases of killing 
or maiming cattle was nineteen, and in 
eighteen of these cases no one was made 
amenable or convicted. In 1899 the 
number had increased to twenty-seven, 
and in not one case was anyone convicted 
or made amenable. In 1890 the number 
was thirty-four, and in thirty-one of 
these cases no one was convicted 
or made amenable. The number of 
threatening letters had increased from 
101 in 1898 to 137 in 1900. The 
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number of cases of firing into dwellings 
was five in 1898, and in not one case 
was anyone made amenable. 
there were seven cases, and in 1900 
there were ten cases, in nine of which 
no one was made amenable. In the 
first quarter of 1900 the number of 
agrarian crimes in Ireland was fifty- 
nine, in the second quarter seventy-six, 
in the third quarter eighty-nine, and in 
the fourth quarter fifty-five. 
first quarter of 1901 the number was 
sixty-five. Any one of these offences 
was sufficient to terrorise a whole 
district. He quoted as an instance of 
wholesale intimidation a resolution passed 
at a meeting of a branch of the League 
in which it was declared that any person 
in the neighbourhood who did not join 
the League would be “ eligible for the 
forty-foot pole medicine.” Even the 
local manager of one of the largest 
provision firms in the kingdom, which 
had invested a large amount of capital 
in their business in Ireland, had found 
it necessary to obey the League and 
refuse to deal with a certain woman 
because he could not trust the adminis- 
tration of the law. He would ask the 
Committee to listen for a moment to 
what one of the ablest and certainly 
most experienced of the county court 
judges had said in this matter. He 
had a case before him of malicious 
burning of a considerable amount of 
mountain heather. Judge O'Connor 
Morris said in giving judgment— 

‘“*T sincerely hope this country will not have 
a recurrence of this curse. Here am I having 
to inflict on the unfortunate ratepayers a 
large sum—over £2,000 altogether, for the 
various claims—on account of these incendiary 
fires, for theyare incendiary fires, neither more 
nor less. They are very properly called 
criminal injuries—they are crimes of a danger- 
ous description, and I have no hesitation in 
saying that the prime mover in these crimes is 
the United Irish League. I have the courage of 
my convictions, and I have no hesitation in 
saying that in this country there is ample and 
conclusive proof that there isa conspiracy of 
wrong, which under a constitutional mask— 
the most dangerous of all descriptions—is 
intimidating persons, destroying property, and 
endeavouring to supplant the Government of 
the land. AndI would be perfectly unworthy 
of my position if I did not openly say so. Itis 
not part, of my duty to read moral lectures or 
say a word about the Executive Government. I 
merely say that I hope we will not hear that 
there is peace where there is no peace, and 
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tranquillity where there is no tranquillity. | 
Socte'; in this country is in a dangerous state ; 


In 1899. 
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society is turned upside down, and illegality has 
taken the place of law. I have no doubt in 
saying this case under consideration is a 
malicious injury—a crime, and a very serious 
crime. This man O’Con nor boughta farm from 
a man named Gaffney, and he was hailed before 
this tribunal—the League—and compelled to 
give it up. He paid £96 for it, besides the 
costs, and he only got back £87, and that 
certainly is a very nice jurisdiction to have in 
the County of Sligo, usurping the law and 
laying down their costs. Then, inaddition to 
that, O’Connor had an eleven months take, 
which was the very system denounced in the 
beginning by this illegal organisation in this 
country. He was made to give that up too. 
So it comes to this, that a man can neither buy 
nor sell, nor fulfil the functions of his business, 
unless he knuckles downand obeys the League. 
That is an intolerable state of things in my 
opinion.” 


He would not obtrude himself longer 
on the Committee than was necessary 
to bring before them the real state of 
affairs in certain districts in Ireland. 
The state of affairs was most serious to the 
people who lived in that country, and it 
demanded the most serious attention of 
the Chief Secretary. It ought not to 
exist if the Executive Government had 
exercised the powers Parliament had 
placed in their hands. It had been 
the policy in Ireland for two years to 
pooh-pooh this organisation. |Some- 
times the Executive Government had 
proclaimed one or two meetings. It was 
of no use whatever to proclaim a meeting. 
The mischief was done by the publication 
of resolutions which intimidated and 
destroyed the confidence of the people. 
The Government could not afford to play 
with an organisation of this character. 
[Nationalist cheers.] He was not sur- 
prised that hon. Members opposite 
cheered at the manner in which the 
Executive Government had looked on 
and treated the organisation. There was 
only one method by which it could be 
put down, and that was by using the 
powers of the Coercion Act for the protec- 
tion of life and property. This Adminis- 
tration came in on a policy of resolute 
governmentin Ireland, but the supporters 


| of law and order in Sligo were wondering 


what the exponents of “twenty years’ 
resolute government ” were going to do. 
[Nationalist laughter.]_ Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had the laugh on their side now, 
but he was not sure that there were not 
people in England and Scotland who 
would respond to the appeal of the sup- 


‘porters of law and order in Ireland. 
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All experience had shown in Ireland 
that that protection could not be given 
when an organisation had established 
itself, as the United Irish League had 
done, by any of the methods which the 
Executive Government had tried up to 
the present moment. He did not blame 
them for failing to secure convictions 
or failing to make anybody amenable 
in the specific cases of agrarian offences 
which he had shown to be gradually 
growing up since 1898. They had 
not got the means under the ordinary 
law to procure convictions, but they 
had a most effectve instrument in their 
hands, and if they did not use it they were 
responsible for all the injury to property 
and for all the intimidation. As a 
Unionist Member who spent many 
weary hours in passing the Coercion Act 
through the House, he frankly confessed 
it was a matter of great regret to him 
that he had had to address the Govern- 
ment of which he was a supporter in the 
manner in which he had. He could only 
trust that, having brought this state 
of affairs prominently before his right 
hon. friend, he would do all in his power 
to check—and he could check it if he 
chose—the power of this organisation. 
[Mr. W. RepMonp: Hang us all!] All 
he asked was that his right hon. friend 
would now do that which every supporter 
of the Government desired he should do 
—namely, to give to the words of Lord 
Salisbury a practical and living effect in 
every district in Ireland. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: My right hon. 
friend the Member for South Antrim 
has made a speech which demands a 
reply. IL should be the last person to 
seek to minimise the gravity of the 
subject which he has just handled during 
the last half of his speech. I believe it 
will be for the convenience of those who 
have been present during the debate if 
I begin at the beginning, and deal first 
with the case brought before the Com- 
mittee by my right hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for North Armagh— 
the question of Limerick and Dr. Long. 
My right hon. and gallant friend in in- 
troducing the subject to our notice 
advocated the right and liberty of every- 
one to express exactly what he thinks 
on every subject, and he was good enough 
also to pay me the compliment of attri- 


buting to me a_policy of backbone. I 


Mr. Macartney. 


{COMMONS} 


Service Estimates. 352 


am sure, therefore, my right hon. and 
gallant friend will wish me to be 
very explicit even if I differ from him 
with regard to some aspects of this ques- 
tion. I shall say at once that I find 
myself more closely in accord with my 
!right hon. friend the Member for 
, Dublin University who has expressed his 
disapprobation—not very __ strongly 
but clearly—of this mingling of theology 
with medicine, and above all with 
medical attention which is given gratis. 
That does not mean that Dr. Long 
is not entitled legally to conduct his 
campaign on the line he has elected to 
follow. In my opinion, Dr. Long is 
legally entitled so to act, and therefore he 
is entitled to protection at the hands of 
the law in the course he has elected to 
pursue. In my opinion, it is a most 
unfortunate course ; it is a course which 
may be followed with «onsiderable 
advantage in China or Peru, and even in 
this country, but which cannot be pur- 
sued with any great public benefit in 
Ireland. This problem comes up in a 
new form in this case. We have been 
more familiar with it when we have had 
to deal with missionaries who carry on 
their missionary efforts by public preach- 


ing in the streets. This is the same 
problem in another guise. The view 


taken by the Government of the day in 
1891 is precisely the view I take, if my 
view is of any interest on Dr. Long and 
his missionary efforts. [An Hon. MeEn- 
BER: There is no street preaching.] I 
say it is the same problem in another 
guise, and I am not concerned to criticise 
either of these methods. I admit that 
they are legal, but I think they are un- 
fortunate. My ground for so thinking 
has been stated in words which I should 
like to submit to my right hon. friend. 
They are the words of the present Leader 
of the House, who had in 1891 to 
deal with the problem, and they were 
published at the time. He wrote this— 


‘In Ireland the divisions between different 
sections of the community, caused by differ- 
ences of creed, are so deep and so far-reaching, 
religious convictions are so closely interwoven 
with political passions, that a course which 
would be innocent, and even praiseworthy, on 
one side of St. George’s Channel, may be 
morally, if not legally, indefensible on the 
other. That this isso must be a matter of the 
deepest regret, but it isa fact which cannot be 
ignored ; and though it affords not a shadow of 
excuse for the violence of a mob,it may 
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the action of those by whom that violence is 
knowingly provoked.” 

[do not wish to disguise my sentiments 
from the House. These are my senti- 
ments on Dr. Long and the town of 
Limerick. Dr. Long goes to Limerick, 


where Roman Catholics are in a very. 


large majority, as the emissary of a 
missionary society, and opens a free dis- 
pensary. ‘That led to disturbances two 
years ago. It was very wrong, of 
course, that that action should have led 
to disturbances. It is the duty of the 
police to put down disturbances and 
protect Dr. Long if he is molested. I will 
say that he has caused disturbances 
which would occur under similar cireum- 
stances in any part of the world. 

My right hon. friend, in introducing 
question, asked us to think what 
would happen in such a case in a Pro- 
testant part of Ireland. I must honestly 
say that if in Belfast an agent of one of 
the Catholic orders were to proselytise 
by giving medical relief, 1 think he would 
arouse a great deal of indignation. The 
only question before us concerns the 
duty of the Executive Government, and 
that duty is to protect those who are 
doing nothing that is illegal. That pro- 
tection has been given to Dr. Long, and 
will be given. My right hon. friend the 
Member for South Antrim stated that 
the disturbances had been occurring for 
two years. 
on that point. They occurred two years 
ago, and [ am informed, and I know that 
Tam accurately informed, that there was 
a complete cessation of the disturbances 
until the beginning of the year, when 
there was a recrudescence. I need not 
go into the cause of the recrudescence of 
the disturbances. I think many persons 
are to blame. Dr. Long is unwise in 
pursuing this method of trying to con- 
vert Roman Catholics, and it is more 
than unwise to use language that is 
calculated to inflame; but it is quite 
another thing to hold that the Govern- 


ment of the day can do, or ought to do, | 


anything more than protect persons 
from molestation at the hands of the 
mob, and prosecute any person who may 
have broken the law by being so engaged. | 
That is the whole duty of the Executive 
Government. The public prosecutor is 
not concerned with the motives or the 


objects which influence the people with | 
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ossibly afford sufficient grounds for criticising | 
_to see that each one is allowed to go about 


I think he has been misled | 


Service Estimates. 354; 


whom he comes in contact.. He is bound. 
what he considers his business, so long 
as he does not interfere with other 
people. The Government may be allowed 
to express the opinion that it is regretta- 
ble that such a state of affairs should 
occur, and the hope that. all. persons will 
use their best endeavours. to allay any 
irritation that has been aroused. My 
chief anxiety in touching on this question 
was to utter no word which could add 
to that irritation in any form. My 
duty here is simply to say that the 
Government will protect Dr. Long as 
it has protected him, and. will arrest 
persons for molesting him, but beyond 
giving that protection as he passes about 
the streets of Limerick the Government 
has nothing to do in the matter at all. 
Having said so much on that. subject,. 
I ought to pass next to the speech of the 
hon. Member for North Mayo, and upon 
that I shall not dwell at.any great length, 
because I want to come to the second 
part of the speech of. my right hon. 
friend the Member for South Antrim. 
The particular matter the hon. Member 
for North Mayo brought before the 
Committee was the erection of certain 
huts at Arderry, in county Mayo. He- 
did not, in my opinion, seem quite to 
realise the position held by the Mayo 
County Council in this question. The 
county council are in effect the trustees 
of the King’s highway, and yet they 
not only allowed that trust to be mis- 
appropriated, but they actually passed a 
resolution in favour of the misa ppro- 
priation, by approving the erection of 
huts on the King’s highway. The 
Attorney General was bound to inter- 
vene to have the huts removed. In 
this case the county council not only 
condoned, but applauded that  inter- 
ference with the property committed to 
their charge. The hon. Member is mis-- 
informed in saying that. action was taken 
at the instance of Lord Sligo. It was 
/communicated to the Government and 
to my right hon. friend the Attorney 


' General chiefly by the very reside nts 


represented by Mayo County Council, 
who proclaimed to the whole world that 
they were in favour of. this: obstruction 
being built. 


Mr. CONOR O'KELLY: Will the: 


right hon. Gentleman. intervene if the- 
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existence of other obstructions on the 
public highway are brought to his 
notice ! 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think I have 
already dealt with that point. If the 


hon. Member assures me that there are 
huts on the high road, and if a motion 
is made for their removal, action will, 
no doubt, be taken. It is a question 
of law. and I do not think I can usefully 
employ the time of the Committee in 
discussing a hypothetical matter which 
is not before us. I pass to the concluding 
portion of the speech of my right hon. 
friend the Member for South Antrim 
As I said, he has handled a_ subject 
of a gravity which it would be im- 
possible to minimise, and I approach the 
subject with great seriousness, and with 
a sense of all the responsibility which 
must weigh upon anyone who happens to 
be Chief Secretary for Ireland at a time 
when an effort is being made—whether 
on a large scale or a small seale is not 
the point—to restrict the liberty of in- 


dividuals in that country. But my 
right hon. friend will not mind my 


saving that he seemed to me to over- 
state his case somewhat, because he has 
not all the information at his command 
which naturally is at my command. 
He has information as to those parts of 
Ireland where matters are least satisfac- 
tory; but it is not daily brought in 
upon him as it is upon me that those 
parts of Ireland are not typical of the 
greater part of Ireland. It only one 
person in Lreland were boycotted—pre- 
vented from doing what he has a right 
to do. or forced to do what he has a 
right to refrain from doing—it is the 
duty ot the Executive to protect him 
with all the powers at its command. 
But the question of the area over which 
liberty is being restricted—however un- 
important otherwise—does affect policy 
when specific methods of dealing with 
the evil are recommended. They have 
been recommended to the Committee 
by my right hon. friend. He based his 
argument on the outrages which have 
been committed, and, therefore, I will 
take the opportunity of giving some 
figures on the extent to which agrarian 
crime prevails in Ireland at this moment. 
It may be convenient to take the year 
in which the Crimes Act was awithdrawn 


Mr, Conor O'Kelly. 
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‘from operation—1892. In that year 
there were 405 agrarian outrages, or 
213 excluding threatening letters. In 
1898, the year in which the United 
Irish League was founded, there were 
243, or 143 excluding threatening 
letters. Of those, according to informa- 
tion received by the Government, which 
is kept closely informed, 29, or excluding 
threatening letters, 20, were attributable 
to the influence of local branches of the 
League. In 1899 the numbers were 
246, or excluding threatening letters, 
136, of which 48 in all, or 29 excluding 
threatening letters, were attributable to 
the influence of local branches of the 
League. In 1900 there were 281 
agrarian outrages, or 143 excluding 
threatening letters, of which 76, or 30, 
excluding threatening lettevs, were attri- 
butable to the influence of the League. 
In the first five months of this 
year there were 105 agrarian outrages, 
or excluding threatening letters, fifty-one. 
This is at the rate of 252 agrarian offences 
in the year, or 122 excluding threatening 
letters, and that is a lower figure than 
that for any year since the Crimes Act 
was withdrawn. Of the fifty-one, ex- 
cluding threatening letters, in the first 
five months of the year thirteen were 
attributable to the influence of the 
branches of the League. Do not let my 
right hon. friend suppose that this is an 
answer to the whole of his contention, 
but I think it well to put alongside of the 
other facts, the figures which seem to be 
germane to the issue he has raised. It 
must be present to our minds, in con- 
sidering the gravity of these offences, 
that boycotting in the past has often been 
followed by terrible crimes. 

] shall next give the figures as to 
homicide; there were four cases in 
1892, one in 1898, three in 1899, 
two in 1900, and so far none this 
year. In 1892 there were seven 
vases of firing at the person, three in 
1898, three in 1899, three in 1900, and 
one in the first five months of this year. 
The figures as to incendiary fires show a 
serious state of things ; there were sixty- 
seven in 1892, sixty in 1898, forty-six in 
1899, thirty-six in 1900, and twenty-five 
in the first five months of this year, an 

/average of sixty for the year; but, of 
course, these fires are more prevalent in 
| summer than winter. Still it cannot be 
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denied that there have been malicious 
incendiary fires in Ireland in the course 
of the last few weeks, and that is a das- 
tardly form of crimewhich is very difficult 
to bring home to the perpetrator. 
It is a method by which a_ person, 
prompted by folly or wilful malice, 
can do a great deal of harm. My right 
hon. friend specially mentioned the 
killing and houghing of cattle. As to the 
killing and houghing of cattle, there were 
forty such cases in 1892, nineteen in 
1898, twenty-six in 1899, thirty-four in 
1900, and in the first five months of this 
year only four. I pass from that by 
stating that the general trend of the 
whole of these figures is to show a 
steady diminution in overt crime 
of an agrarian character. The figures 


as to boycotting are not by any means | 


so satisfactory as the figures relating to 
agrarian crime, and the Committee will 
see that that is a grave matter. The 
number of cases of boycotting in 


1892, when the Crimes Act was with- 


drawn, was as low as three ; it was twelve 
in 1898, nineteen in 1899, thirty-three in 


1900, and on the 31st May last the. 


number was twenty-five. There has 
thus heen a reduction in the past twelve 


months, but there are in Ireland at this | 
holdings ; he may argue that more money 


moment twenty-five cases in which the 
persons affected are subjected to this 
reprehensible form of interference with 
private liberty, but they will be pro- 
tected with all the protection which 
can be given to them. 


of persons under special police protection 


the totals are as follows: In 1892, 760; | 


in 1898, 644; in 1899, 606; in 1900, 
389; and in 1901, 374. It may be said 
that we are not giving sufficient protec- 
tion. All I can say is that if any person 
in Ireland feels that he needs protection, 
he shall, if necessary, have it. Such 
persons shall be protected by the 
police, any person who molests them 
will he 
power of the law will be used to 
defend the life, limbs, and liberty of 
diy subject of the King in Ireland. 
We could take other tests in order to 
discover whether it is indeed true that 
the local branches of the United Irish 
League are over-riding the lawof the land 


over great areas in Ireland. I did not | 
. . . | 
mean to continue to inflict so many ' 
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I hope I am not | 
wearying the Committee by giving so | 
many figures, but if | take the number | 
' one form of farming rather than another ; 


prosecuted, and the whole | 
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statistics upon the Committee, but  per- 
haps it would be a fair test to take the 
counties in which the local branches of 
the League follow the most extreme 
courses, to take the object upon which 
the efforts of the League when first 
established in those parts of Ireland were, 
and still are concentrated, and to see 
what has been the practical effect of the 
action of the League. I think the ques- 
tion of the letting of grass lands in those 
counties would be a good index figure by 
which to measure the extent of this evil 
which exists, and must be cured. The 
efforts of the League in the counties of 
Mayo, Leitrim, Galway, Roscommon, 
and Sligo have been directed against the 
grass-farm system—the system of letting 
out grass-farms for eleven months in the 
year so as to keep them outside the pro- 
visions of the Land Act. That has been 
one object of the League. Another 
object has been to induce the owners of 
these farms to adopt a different system 
of cultivation. As I am on this subject, 
let me say that any man is free to hold 
any view he pleases as to the best form 
of land tenure in any country ; he may 
preach and advocate that view ; he may 
say you ought to have small instead of 
big holdings, or big instead of small 


may be made by ranching or stocking a 
district, or that more money may be made 
bygrowing fruit. But what he may not do 
is to try to advance his opinion as against 
other men by resorting to terrorism. 
Therefore, when I give these figures, it is 
not to be supposed that I am advocating 


my point is that the League has advo- 
cated a form of farming, with this result 
—that the number of eleven-months 
farms in the five counties unlet at this 
moment, owing to the influence of the 
United Irish League, is sixteen; the 
acreage of eleven-months grass farms 
unlet at this moment owing to the in- 
fluence of local branches of the league is 
3,212 acres. The area of land let under 
the eleven-months system in the five 
counties at this moment is 224,769 acres, 
and the amount unlet owing to economic 
causes is 11,642 acres. These figures 
show that there are evidently a great 
many people in the West of Ireland who 
pursue the kind of farming they approve 
without let or hindrance, or who snap 
their fingers at the edicts promulgated 


N 
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by the local branches of the League. It 
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only the acres let out on the eleven- 
months system. There are also a num- 
ber of farms which are retained by the 
fandlord and stocked by himself, or let out 
to neighbouring holders to be stocked. 
‘The acreage of land in these five counties 
which is either not stocked or only par- 
tially stocked, owing to the influence of 
the League, is 3,202, the acreage of farms 
stocked is 82,059, and the acreage not 
stocked for reasons other than the in- 
fluence of the League is 3,175. There 
has been a steady diminution of the 
failure to stock farms in the last three 
years; whereas the percentage of farms 
unstocked or partially stocked, owing to 
the influence of the League, was in 1899, 
9 per cent., last year it was 6 per cent., 
and this year it is only 3°6 per cent. 
of the total amount of such grass 
lands. 

I hope the Committee have followed 
the object with which I have given 
these figures; it is not to express 


any opinion as to the kind of farming | 


that ought to be followed in Ireland, but 
to show that in the five counties where 
the local branches have advocated the 


most extreme courses, where they 
have published resolutions in the 
columns of newspapers, or, at any 


rate, such resolutions have appeared in 
those columns, even there the main in- 
dustry of Ireland has not been profoundly, 
or even appreciably, affected by these 
reprehensible courses. I have already 
trespassed at too great length on the 
time of the Committee, but other facts 
might be given, all bearing in the same 
direction, and going to show that this 


evil is, as a matter of fact, confined to | 


very small and circumscribed areas. 
There is a belt from Sligo into Leitrim, 
and there is a small area in Galway, and 
the whole of the increase in the number 
of farms unlet this year is attributable 
to that one place. Of the area that I 
named, over 3,000 acres are in that 
one place and in the neighbourhood 
of Athenry. The evil is localised to those 
two spots. It is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to deal with such an evil. If these 
lands are not let, because people who 
otherwise would take them are ter- 
rorised into not taking them, it is the 


duty of the Government to protect any | 


man who wishes to take them. Jt is 


Mr, Wyndham. 
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the duty of the Government to resist any 
would not, however, be exhaustive to take 


mob which comes forward with bands or 
banners to molest any person engaged 
in agriculture on the farms; it is the 
duty of the Government to anticipate the 
probability of any such disturbances, aud 
upon its own responsibility to do what 
has already been done, and will be done 
again, if necessary, namely, where such 
crowds collect in order to advance the 
_war upon one of these farms, to place 
police there, and to say, “ Thus far you 
shall come, but no farther,” in order that 
men may be encouraged to pursue a legal] 
avocation. [Cries of “ What about 
Queen’s Island? ”’] It is also the duty 
‘of the Government when there is evi: 
dence of a criminal conspiracy to inflict 
this penalty of boycotting to prosecute 
that criminal conspiracy, but—and this 
is the point to which I wish to come—to 
put the Crimes Act into operation does 
not assist the Executive Government— 
[A Nationanist Member: “Then why 
do you not repeal it ? ”’|--in this one part, 
and a most formidable part, of its task, 
namely, the collecting and sifting of evi- 
dence of criminal conspiracy. When 
the Crimes Act was introduced the then 
| Attorney General for England pointed 
out that the question of criminal con- 
spiracy must always involve a good many 
questions of fact as well as of law, and 
the real difficulty in making persons 
'amenable for the crime of criminal con- 
| spiracy is to bring home the questions of 
fact. I can quite understand the in- 
_dignation of my right hon. friend when 
he reads in the advertisement columns 
of newspapers resolutions such as those 
to which he has referred. But those 
advertisements are nothing but a clue, 
which must be followed up if the charge 
is to be brought home. ‘The intent, the 
/method, and the purpose of those who 
have met together have to be curiously 
considered, and it is only on the advice of 
expert lawyers that any Government will 
proceed in a case of criminal conspiracy 
unless they are certain, or almost cer- 
tain, that a conviction can be secured. 
Criminal conspiracy is one of the most 
insidious diseases that can attack the 
body politic. For this reason no 
course is more foolish than to use 
the weapon which the (Government 
possesses against it unless we are sure of 
effecting a cure in any particular case. 
“Jf cases can be selected in which punish- 





361 


me! 
alw 
cou 
spa 
whi 
insi 
libe 
rigl 
we 
wh 
crin 
und 
elail 
out 
arra 
was 
was 
and 
out 
Lea 
Chie 
the 
rest 
nig] 
as 
thre 
this 
that 
and 
proc 
The 
pred 
whi 
refe 
for 
sma 
and 
grea 
was 
188’ 
whi 
ordi 
M 
said 
unm 
land 
and 
that 
para 
He } 
spee 
Men 
won 
thre 
burr 
in | 
how 
the 
Gent 


360 


any 
ls or 
aged 
the 
> the 
and 
vhat 
done 
such 
the 
lace 
you 
that 
legal 
bout 
duty 
evi: 
flict 
cute 
this 
—to 
does 
nt— 
why 
part, 
task, 
evi 
Vhen 
then 
nted 
con- 
any 
and 
‘sons 
con- 
ns of 
» In- 
vhen 
mins 
hose 
hose 
clue, 
arge 
, the 
who 
yusly 
ce of 
; will 
racy 
cer- 
ired. 
most 
the 
ho 
use 
ment 
re of 
case. 
nish- 





361 Supply—Civil 


ment can be brought home, it should 
always be brought home. Where such a 
course is possible no effort should be 
spared to stamp out criminal conspiracy, 
which, as I have said, is one of the most 
insidious diseases that can sap the life and 
liberty of a State. But the trend of my 
right hon. friend’s speech was not that 
we should proceed to prosecute persons 
who could be made amenable for the 
crime of criminal conspiracy, but, as I 
understand him, that we should pro- 
claim the United Irish League through- 
out Ireland. The main trend of the 
array of facts which he brought before us 
was to point to the conclusion that there 
was the fons et origo of all this trouble, 
and that the thing should be stamped 
out at the head. When the present 
Leader of the House, who was then 
Chief Secretary for Ireland, introduced 
the Crimes Act, he stated that he did not 
rest his case, as my right hon. friend to- 
night has done, so much upon statistics 
as upon the general state of affairs 
throughout the country, and he used 
this sentence: “‘ We have first to prove 
that the law is not enforced over a large 
and important part of Ireland.” That 
proof I cannot offer to this Committee. 
The law is enforced over by far the 
greater part of Ireland. The evil to 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
referred—and we are indebted to him 
for putting it so clearly—is confined to 
small areas which can be easily managed, 
and I should indeed be perverting that 
great instrument to which so much time 
was devoted in the troublous days of 
1887 if I were to use it for purposes 
which could be accomplished by the 
ordinary law. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
said that two facts stood out clearly and 
unmistakably in the debate—that Ire- 
land once again had a strong, widespread, 
and united popular organisation, and 
that Ireland was, perhaps without 
parallel in Europe, a crimeless country. 
He had listened with great interest to the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Antrim, and had 
wondered why during the last two or 
three years they had heard nothing of his 
burning indignation at the state of affairs 
in Ireland. It had occurred to him, 
however, as a singular coincidence that 
the outspokenness of the right hon. 
Gentleman upon this subject only arose 
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when, for one reason or another, he had 
been forced to migrate from a seat above 
to a seat below the gangway. The fact 
that the right hon. Gentleman had been 
silent for those two or three years was a 
proof that he was not serious in his atti- 
tude that night, because his political 
integrity and patriotism were such that if 
he had really thought the country of his 
birth and of his affections was threatened, 
as he had depicted that night, by some- 
thing almost worse than pestilence and 
famine, he would have thought nothing 
of the sacrifice involved in dissociating 
himself from the Government in order 
to express his views to the House. But 
no. This serious state of things had 
dawned upon his mind only when, with 
less responsibility and greater leisure, he 
had been able to turn his mighty intellect 
from questions connected with the Admi- 
ralty to questions of public order in Ire- 
land. He, however, congratulated Ire- 
land upon the testimony the right hon. 
Gentleman had given, for he had assured 
the Committee that the United Irish 
League was a great, widespread, and 
powerful organisation, increasing in 
power every day. That was truc, and he 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman for 
his testimony to the fact. The United 
Irish League was spreading in power all 
over Ireland. It was to-day giving heart 
and hope once more to the people of 
Ireland. By universal admission, the 
last two years had witnessed a revival 
of the national movement, a reunion of 
the national forces, and the creation of a 
great and powerful organisation. The 
right hon. Gentleman had said, as if it 
could be used as a sneer against its sup- 
porters, that the United Irish League 
had the same principles as the Land 
League. Why, it was their pride that 
that was so! Ths United Irish League 
was the lineal successor of all those great 
national movements which from the 
days of O'Connell and before had been 
marshalled for the protection of the lives, 
liberties, and property of the Irish people. 
It was the successor of the Land League 
and of the National League ; it had the 
same principles at heart ; it was working 
for the same object ; and it was a con- 
solation to some of its supporters to know 
that it had amongst its leaders some of 
the same men. 

The second fact which stood out clearly 
was equally satisfactory to Ireland and to 
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himself—namely, the crimelessness of 
Ireland. He ventured to say that it 
would be impossible for anyone to point 
to any other country of a similar popula- 
tion in the world with such a record. 


The common experience tn Ireland was 


that the Judges went from assizes to 
assizes and found practically no criminal 
business to transact. He did not hesitate 
to say that there were more crimes against 
life and limb and property committed in 
London in one month than there were in 
Ireland in five years. He desired to con- 
nect these two facts, which stood out so 
clearly in the debate that night, and he 
asserted that the crimelessness of Ireland 
was due to the existence of a strong 
popular organisation in the country. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Antrim seemed to imagine 
that it was the policy of the national 
organisation to a crime in Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman was an Irish- 
man, and, whatever else he might say 
against his countrymen, he would not 
deny them a fair share of political intelli- 
There was only one thing which 


gence. 
ultimate and, as he 


could destroy the 


believed, the near triumph of the national | 
and that would be the con- | 


movement, 
nection of that movement with crime. 


It was the purpose of the United Irish | 
League, by binding the Irish people in | 


what might be called a trades union, 
whereby their rights would be protected, 
to wean them away from those forms of 
violence which in the past had wrought 
so much injury to the national cause of 
Ireland. The revival of the national | 
movement, the reunion of the national | 
forces, and the resurrection, so to speak, | 
of the Land League, on the one side, 
coupled with the absence of crime on the 
other side, were proofs that in this move- 
ment the Nationalist party were working | 
on legal and peaceable lines, and that 


their desire was, by methods honourable! found there a 
and legal in themselves. to promote the | 


interests of those whom they represented. 


The Chief Secretary that night had 


found himself in a somewhat peculiar | 


position. The Nationalist Members had 
intended to inaugurate a strong attack 
_ the administration of the right hon. 
Gentleman, but they were forestalled 
by the attack coming from the Chief | 
Secretary's own side. The right hon. 
Gentleman was in the position of having 


been attacked with equal vehemence by ! the meeting. 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 


| meeting. 


suppressing the meeting. 
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the Unionist Orange party and by the 
extreme Nationalist party, but he ought 
not on that account to be allowed to 
evade giving a fair and square answer to 
the indictment of the Nationalists. The 
main part of the right hon. Gentleman's 
reply was devoted to the criticisms of his 
own supporters, while the exceedingly 
able and cogent speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Mayo was treated with a 
surprising levity and seeming want of 
courtesy. That speech, which was dis- 
missed in a single sentence, arraigned 
the whole policy of the right hon. Gentle- 
man in Ireland—not merely with refer- 
ence to the huts in Mayo, a most import 
ant question in itself, but also in regard 
to the foolish attacks on the national 
movement by the attempted suppression 
of meetings, than which there was 
nothing more contemptible and_ ridicu- 
lous in the public life of Ireland. The 
attempts to suppress free speech were 
never effective. If they were it would 
be a very serious thing -for the Chief 
Secretary. If free speech was really 
suppressed, the discontent must, to use 
a famous phrase, be driven beneath the 
surface, but the result to the right hon. 
Gentleman and his Government and to 
the peace and order of the country might 
be very lamentable. He would give an 
example of the kind of thing that was 
going on in Ireland, and the Committee 
would be able to see whether it did not 
really recall the most successful opera- 
bouffe methods adepted by Mr. Gilbert. 
He and his hon. friend the Member for 
| East Mayo, a few days after the arrival 
of the Chief Secretary in Ireland, went to 
address a meeting in county Wicklow. 
Both he and his hon. friend lived 

Dublin, within an hour of the place of 
When they arrived on_ the 
Sunday morning at the railway station 
at Wicklow, to their astonishment they 
resident magistrate, a 
number of police officers, and some 
hundreds of policemen armed with 
rifles. On making inquiries they were 
told that on the Friday before a_pro- 
clamation had been signed and_ issued 
He and his 
hon. friend had actually been allowed to 
go down to the district without being in- 
formed of this fact, and they had not the 
remotest idea of any local circumstances 
which would justify the suppression of 


What did they do! Well, 
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they held several meetings. The first 
was held in the town hall of the county 
town. 
then went in one direction, and he went 
in another. He did not know whether 
to take it as a compliment or not, but 
his hon. friend did not receive so much 
attention from the police as he did. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo held, he 
believed, two most successful meetings. 


He himself attempted to address a meet- | 


ing, when—he stated this on his personal 
honour and authority—without the 
slightest provocation, without an angry 
word being spoken or a blow struck, the 
people were attacked and batoned by the 
police, and men were struck down and 
carried away bleeding from their wounds. 
| Shame.”] He instantly complained 
to the resident magistrate, and the reply 
he received was, “ The fault is yours ; 
why did you come here and attempt to 
address a suppressed meeting !’’ Was 
it possible for the English Government 
in Lreland to obtain the respect of anyone 


in that country when such methods were | 


adopted 2? The methods were not effec- 
tive ; they did not suppress the meetings. 


On this occasion three or four meetings | 


were held instead of one, and all the 
newspapers published six or eight 
columns of speeches instead of perhaps 
the two columns they would otherwise 
have done. The only result of such 
tactics was that the Government ap- 
peared before the people as one that 


desired to suppress free speech and as | 


one that could be outwitted by the people- 
It was ludicrous, and yet they had not 


had a single word from the Chief Secre- | 


tary on the subject. It was impossible 
that the discussion should 
to close without some answer being 
given. He had hoped it would have 
heen possible to conclude the debate that 
night, but in view of the fact that the 
Chief Secretary had ignored this question 
it would be monstrous to do so. 


In conclusion, he desired to add his | 


invitation to that of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for 
Antrim to the Chief Secretary to put the 
Coercion Act in force. 
who knew what that Act meant, as one 
who had suffered imprisonment under it, 
and who, therefore, did not speak lightly. 
The one thing he most disliked in the 
present political relations between Eng- 
land and Ireland was that England was 
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The hon. Member for East Mayo 


be allowed | 


South | 


He spoke as one | 
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able to preserve the form of constitu- 
tionalism in Ireland; the substance she 
had never had since the Union. From 
his point of view—the point of view of 
one who hated English rule in Ireland, 
and whose life’s ambition was to destroy 
that rule—he would be glad to see this 
mask of constitutionalism torn from the 
face of the Government, and the Coercion 
Act put into brutal operation as it was 
ten years ago. He warned the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Government 
that the more the national organisation 
was attacked the stronger it would 
become, and the more it was maligned 
by its enemies the more united it would 
grow, and the sooner would arrive the 
time when it and the Irish people would 
be strong enough to end once and for all 
| British rule in Ireland. 


Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.) protested 
‘against the manner in which the right of 
free speech and public meeting had been 
dealt with by the Executive in Ireland. 
He was proud to think that all the efforts 
of the Member for South Antrim had 
failed to discover a single case of outrage 
attributable to the influence of the 
United Irish League. After the com- 
ments of the London press and of the 
' Trish Unionist papers during the last ten 
days, he had indeed expected that some 
case or other would be brought forward, 
seeing that County Sligo had been repre- 
sented to be in a state bordering on in- 
surrection ; but no such case had been 
made out. The only things which had 
been demonstrated were the strength of 
the League and the singular freedom 
from crime in Ireland. He supported 
the motion for a reduction of the Vote 
because of the suppression by the autho- 
' rities of legally convened and constituted 
meetings held for the purpose of estab- 
lishing a great agricultural trades union; 
for that was what the United Irish 
' League really was. If a trades union 
organisation was legal in England, the 
United Irish League organisation was 
‘legal in Ireland. If the blackleg was a 
person to be regarded by the trades 
unionists of England as a party to'be 
shunned, the agricultural blackleg in 
' Treland—the land-grabber—was a person 
‘to be treated in the same way by the 
| agricultural trades unionists in Ireland. 
He further complained that while the 
editors of Nationalist newspapers had 
‘been prosecuted and imprisoned for con- 
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tempt of court, simply because they had | 
ventilated public grievances and national 
wrongs, the editors of Unionist news- 
papers had been permitted unbridled 
licence to malign and blacken the char- 
acters of their countrymen, to hold Irish- 
men up to the hatred and contempt of 
the people of England, and to interfere 
with the free course of justice. He 
instanced two cases of malicious burning 
of heather which were brought before 
County Court Judge Morris recently at 
the quarter sessions of Sligo. Although 
the solicitor for the County Council 
signified in open court his intention of | 
appealing against the decisions of the | 
Judge, so that the cases were still sub. 
judice, Unionist newspapers both in| 


{COMMONS} 
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Sligo and in Dublin published articles 
stating that the United Irish League was 
responsible for the burnings, and that 
the only course open to the Judge at the 
Assizes was o affirm the decision of the 
court below. If that was not contempt 
of court he did not know what was ; but 
nevertheless the Attorney General had 
taken no steps against the editors of those 
papers. Other instances might be given, 
but as the time for the conclusion of the 
debate had arrived, he would have to 
refrain from going further into the 
matter. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 100 ; 
Noes, 174. (Division List No. 292.) 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan,Charles P(Glouc. Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidst’ne 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J(Manch’r. 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour,MajKR (Christchurch 


Mr. O'Dowd. 


AYES. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. HerbertJ. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John; 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Kennedy, Patrick James 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Minch, Matthew 
Mooney, John J. 


| Moss, Samuel 
| Murnaghan, George 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 


| Nussey, Thomas Willans 





NOES. 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brymer, Wm. Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Carlile, Wm. Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. | 


O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid. 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Coner (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick J oseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 


| Sehwann, Charles E. 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (¢ ireenwich) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
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Cran 
Cros: 
Cross 
Cust, 
Dalk 
Dalr 
Dick 
Dick 
Disr 
Dou; 
Duk 
Durr 
Ellio 
Fello 
Ferg 
Fine! 
Finle 
Fishe 
Fitzr 
Fletc 
Fost 
Gall 
Garfi 
Gord 


Acla 
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Arch 
Ark\ 
Arne 
Atki 
Bain 
Balfc 
Balfe 
Bal fe 
Beac 
Bent 
Bign 
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Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby = 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, SirEdwin 
Elliot, Hon. A. RalphDouglas 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ(Manc'r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, HaJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. S. F.Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt.:.Hn.SirJohn Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Margof (Lnd’nderry 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, H. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope, J F. (Sheffield, Brightside 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(KentFaversh’m 
Hudson, George Bickerateth 
Hutton, John (York. N.R.) 
Jessel ,Captain HerbertMerton 





It being after Midnight, the Chairman | 
left the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Mon- 
day next ; Committee also report Pro- 
gress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
FCONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILN. 

Considered in Committee. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen,C. P.(Gloucester,Stroud) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, MajK R(Christchurch 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H( Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C, 
Bignold, Arthur 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Keswick William 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Lawrence, Joseph{Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F’. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Fare’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Long,Col. CharlesW.(Evesh’m 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, R. J. (Portsmouth) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G.E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcoln, lan 

Maxwell, RtHnSirHE (Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H{Dumifriesshire | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walth’mst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward , 


Fund Bill. 


Purvis, Robert 

Pym, U. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederick Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rershaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson,Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
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| Stroyan, John 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Col. C. E. 

Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley,H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. S. (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh., N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, A. 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


: Young, Commander (Berks, FE. 


Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(In the Committee.) 
\[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 


Thirsk) in the Chair. | 


Clause 1 :— 


Question put, “ That Clause 1 stand 


part of the Bill.” 


Noes, 62. 


AYES. 
Bigwood, James 
Bond, Edward 


| Brassey, Albert 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


| Brymer, William Ernest 


Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish,V.C. W. (Derbysh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 





Chaplin, Rt, Hon, Henry 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 187 ; 
(Division List No. 293.) 


Chapman, Edward 

Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, No: th) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Vi-count 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
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Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas,iRt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick,S. W.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gordon,HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Crore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D (Wedn’sb’ry 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightsd. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cogan, Denis J. 

Condon, Thomas J. 
Crean, Eugere 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


{COMMONS} 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 
Lawrence, Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, [an 

Maxwell, RtHnSirHE(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H(Dumfriessh. ) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henrg F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptford 
Moss, Samuel 

Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt,-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick J. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,ColJohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tip’er’ry, Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
0’Connor,James(Wicklow,W) 


Fund Bill. 


Randles, John S$. 

Rasch, Major [’rederie (Carne 
Ratelitie, R. F 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley,Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge) 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. HonChas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 
Saunderson, KtHn. Col. Edw..J. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lineoin) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt.John (Forfarsh.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Col. C. E. 

Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas.G.E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E. R. ) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh. ,N. 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E. R.( Bath) 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 


Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young, Commander ( Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


| O'Doherty, William 


O’Donneli, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick(Meath, North) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan, 





Acl 
Agi 


All 


une 
rr 
ide) 
nson 
ney) 
x 
yles 


w.J, 
oln) 


pier 
er) 


rd) 


th) 


a 


ind 





373 Consolidated 


Clause 2 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. TULLY said that the Committee 
were entitled to some explanation from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer with 
reference to the clause. The Treasury 
were to be empowered to borrow over 
thirty-five millions at a rate of interest 
not exceeding 5 per cent. Did that 
mean that 5 per cent. was to be paid ? 
Before the war the Treasury could 
borrow at 23 per cent., and was it the 
effect of the war that they should now 
pay 5 per cent.? It appeared to him 
that British credit would soon be on a 
level with some of the South American 
republics. He thought it should not 
be permitted to go forth without some 
explanation that English credit had 
fallen so low, as a result of a war with a 
small nation, that the Treasury could not 
borrow money at less than 5 per cent. 


*THe CHANCELLOR oF THe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): If the hon. Member will 
look back he will find the same clause 
in every Consolidated Fund Bill. Of 
course, the Government will not pay 
5 per cent. Even the bank rate is 
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now 3 per cent., but I do not suppose 
we shall borrow at all. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S.) said he 
understood the statement of the Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer, but he had a 
serious point to raise. A loan issued by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
generally regarded as profitable, and he 
desired that instead of floating the loan 
across the Atlantic or in France or 
Germany it should be confined to persons 
in the British Islands. Whatever advan- 
tage might be derived from the loan 
should be confined to the British Islands, 
and there was plenty of money in Great 
Britain and Ireland to supply the needs 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
He would move an Amendment limiting 
the loan to the British Islands. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I have already 
put the question that Clause 2 stand 
part of the Bill. 


Mr. O’MARA said in that case he 
would move the rejection of the clause, 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 182 ; 
Noes, 61. (Division List No. 294.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allen, C. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Balfour,MajK R(Christchurch 


Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bull, William James 
Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) | Fisher, William Hayes 
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Chapman, Edward 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Collings, Rt. Hon, Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) se » Robert Hunter 
ranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Karl] of 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas Heh 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ(Mrne’r 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Horniman, Frederick John 


Fitzroy,Hn.Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S. W 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, Hn. J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Grenfell, Wm. Henry 
Gretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. 

Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG.(Midd. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 


ne, Norval Watson 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightsd. 


‘ Hoult, Joseph 
O 
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Howard, John(Kent, Faversh. ) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Keswick, William 

Knowles, Lees 


Adjournment of 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 


Lawrence,Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S 
Levy, Maurice 

Long, Col. Chas. W.(Eveshaim) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, iC. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lucas, Col. Francis(Lowestoft) 


Lueas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth | 


Lyttelton, Hon Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Maxwell, Rt. HnSirH E( Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | 


Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 5.) 
Cogan, Denis J 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William J. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


Clause 3 agreed to. 


Bill reported, without 
to be read the third time 
next. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 
Resolution reported— 
“That it is expedient 
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Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, T. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenryF. 
Moss, Samuel 

Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coyentry) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Peel, Hn WmRobert Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

tandles, John S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ridley, Hon. M. W(Stalybridge 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
found, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 


NOES. 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Kennedy, Patrick James 
Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

| M‘kKillop. W. (Sligo, North) 
Minch, Matthew 

Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J.(Forfarshire) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Col. William George 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E.(N otts.) 
Wentworth, C. Bruce Vernon- 
Whiteley, H(Ashton und. Lyne 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh., N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’ Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patriek Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 


Nors— 
and 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Sir Thomas Esmonde 
Captain Donelan. 


vided by Parliament, of contributions 


towards 
Amendment ; custody 


upon Monday 


the cost of 
children or 
under any Act of the present session 


maintaining in 
young persons 


to amend the law relating to Youthful 


Offenders.” 
[EXPENSES 


to authorise 


the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 


Resolution agreed to. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 


before One of the clock 
till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Ist July, 1901. 
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Monday, 


TOOK THE OATH. 
The Earl of Drogheda took the Oath. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate 

- from the Examiners that the further 

: Standing Orders applicable to the fol- 

< lowing Bill had not been complied with:— 

Stalybridge, Hyde, Mossley, and Dukin- 
field ‘Tramways and _ Electricity 
Board. 


The same was ordered to lie on the 


AMTember. 


7 Oy thee 





: Table. 


‘ STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND ELEC- 
TRICITY BOARD BILL. 


s Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 
. pliance with the Standing Orders re- 
: ferred to the Standing Orders Committee 
* on Thursday next. 


NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC LIGHTING 


BILL. 
teported without amendment. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
SWANSEA HARBOUR BILL, 


Committed ; the Committees to -be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


DISTRICT 
BILL. 


WINSFORD URBAN (GAS 
TRANSFER, ETC.) 
Committed. 


SHIREOAKS, LAUGHTON, AND MALTBY 
RAILWAY BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill waswithdrawn. The Orders made 
on the 20th of June and on Friday last 
discharged, and Bill committed. 





METROPOLITAN ELECTRIC SUPPLY 
BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES in- 
formed the House that the opposition to 
the Bill was withdrawn. The Orders made 
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on Thursday and Friday last discharged, 
and Bill committed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [u.t.]. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; the Orders made on the 18th of 
June and Monday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 


DOVER GAS BILL [u.1.]. 
LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [u.1.]. 
CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [x.1.]. 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


CAMBRIAN RAILWAYS BILL. 


GLASGOW AND RENFREW DISTRICT 
RAILWAY TRANSFER BILL. 


LONDON RIVERSIDE FISH MARKET 
BILL. 


Read 3%, and passed. 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. 


NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


CHESTER GAS BILL [#1]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments ; the said Amend- 
ments considered, and agreed to. 


POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [#.1.]. 


PRESTATYN WATER BILL [2.1.}. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House. 


P 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. ° 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bills reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bills reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3% to-morrow. 


| 
| 
| 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (GAS) BILL. 


Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


Amendments reported (according to 
Order), and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


INCLOSURE (SUTTON) PROVISIONAL 
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to the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Marquess of Winchester ; read, 
and agreed to. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2642, Bulgaria ; No. 2643, Vene- 
zuela (Caracas); No. 2644,China (Amoy); 
No. 2645, China (Samshui) ; No. 2646, 
China (Newchwang). 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


RENTS). 


Returns for the months of September 
and October, 1900. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


LUNACY. 

Fifty-fifth Report of the Commissioners 
in Lunacy to the Lord Chancellor: 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Petitions against renewal of ; of the 





ORDER BILL. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Read 3% (according to Order), and 
passed. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL, 

Brought from the Commons ; read 
17; to be printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners. (No. 144.) 


LOCAL 





BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


HUMBER COMMERCIAL RAILWAY 
AND DOCK BILL. 


GOLBORNE GAS BILL. 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
WALLASEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

MOND GAS BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM: 
WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) 
BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Lord Crofton be proposed 


Guardians of the Poor of Bramley 
Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


DECLARATION AGAINST TRANSUB- 
STANTIATION. 


Petition against alteration of, of In- 
habitants of Abergavenny; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
[Szconp ReEaprnc.] 


| Order of the Day for the Second 
| Reading read. 


THe Eart oF ABERDEEN: My 
Lords, this Bill comes up from the other 
House under the best possible circum- 
stances and with the best credentials. 
It was originally introduced as a private 
Member’s Bill, was received with much 
favour on both sides of the House, and 
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thereafter was taken up by His Majesty’s 
Government and remodelled and _ ex- 


tended. This action on the part of the | 
Government was due to the influence | 


and instrumentality of the noble Lord 
the Secretary for Scotland, and I should 


like to be allowed in passing to express | 
my indebtedness to my noble relative | 


for his action in regard to the Bill in 
this House in arranging, as was originally 
intended, that it should be entrusted to 
my charge, although, as I have indicated, 
he in a very real sense is responsible now 
for the Bill, having reconstructed it, 
and, I am quite sure, largely improved 
it. The main purpose of the Bill is to 
raise the age under which it shall not 
be lawful for children attending school 
to take employment. It will be within 
your Lordships’ recollection that a 
measure was passed last vear for a 
similar purpose applying to England. 
In the main the Bill, the Second Reading 
of which [ am now moving, proposes to 
assimilate the law as to school attend- 
ance in Scotland to the law in England. 
As to the need of any such legislation, 
[ think there can be no doubt whatever. 
Since the Bill was passed through the 
House of Commons fresh information 
on that point of an interesting character 
has been forthcoming in the nature of a 
report issued under the auspices of 


the Scottish Council for Women’s Trades. | 


They arranged for an inquiry in the 
case of one of the largest cities of Scot- 
land. 
number of schools under the school 
board of that city, and it was shown 
that in twenty-two schools there were 
no less than 1,406 children employed 
in various occupations and for varying 
periods of each day. 

In the great majority of+ cases the 
average time during which the children 
‘were employed was about twenty hours 
a week, or between three and four 
hours a day ; but a considerable number 
—217—worked between thirty and forty 
hours a week, and twenty-five worked 
as many as forty hours a week. The 
ages of these children varied from six 
to fifteen, but the greater number were 
between ten and thirteen. The nature 
of the employment also varied, no less 
than sixty-two different sorts of occupa- 
tion being returned. Whether this 
system of employing children during 
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| the time they are at school is injurious 
| depends on the amount of work they 
do, and a good many of the teachers 
consider that an hour or so in the 
morning would be no detriment; but, 
as your Lordships will have observed, 
it is by no means restricted to such a 
moderate amount. The teachers indi- 
| cate, in no uncertain manner, that in 
| their opinion anything like the number 
'of hours which are now worked by 
‘these children is most injurious. It is 
noticeable that the children so employed 
/are by no means the most backward, 
| which, I think, indicates that the smartest 
_ boys are selected for employment ; but 
, even to them it must be a great strain 
| and prove injurious sooner or later. The 
| Bill will prohibit the employment. of 
}children under twelve years of age, 
and will confer upon school boards 
|the authority to grant exemption from 
|the obligation of attendance at school 
|in individual cases between the age of 
‘twelve and fourteen years. The Bill, 
'as I have said, has the support of His 
Majesty’s Government and those re- 
| sponsible for the work of education in 
| Scotland. It therefore needs no long 
| recommendation from me, and I trust 
| that your Lordships will see your way 
| to give it a Second Reading. 
Moved, That the Bill be now read 2” 
| —(The Earl of Aberdeen.) 
*THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BatrourR OF BuwURLEIGH): My 
| Lords, I have no hesitation in advising 
‘the House to accord this Bill a Second 
Reading. Its history was given cor- 
/rectly by the noble Earl. It was a 
private Member’s Bill in the other 
| House of Parliament, and was sent to 
'Grand Committee, where it was con- 
siderably altered under the auspices of 
the Government, but I think with 
/general approval and satisfaction. In 
| fact, as it now appears it follows almost 
exactly the terms of clauses in the Bill 
' which I had the honour of introducing 
‘to your Lordships last year. In one 
respect the noble Earl gave a not alto- 
gether accurate impression as to the 
effect of this Bill. The Bill proposes 
no change in the age of compulsory 
attendance at school. The age will 
remain, after the Bill passes, in exactly 
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the state at which it is at present.| did not meet with much favour, and [| 
Attendance at school is compulsory in| think the arguments were strong against 


Scotland between the ages of five and_ it. 
Under the Act of 1872 the) tried, and tried with great success, to 


fourteen. 


During the last year or two we have 


age was from five to thirteen years, | get parents in Scotland to abandon the 


and it was raised to fourteen by the 
Act of 1878. What this Bill does is to 


i 
| 
| 


materially alter the character of the, 


exemptions which 
that period of compulsory attendance. 
Up to the present time the exemptions 
have been by standard. For half-time 
employment the standard is_ third, 
and for full-time employment the 
fifth of the Scottish Code, and it is 
because we have found that that system 
has not worked satisfactorily that we 
have assented, and advise the House to 
assent to the alterations which are 
proposed in this Bill. 
been found to be prejudicial to the 
clever boy who might, at eleven or 
even ten years of age, pass the fifth 
standard, which exempts him from 
school, and yet he is prevented from 
entering any employment until he is 
twelve years of age, and in some cases till 
he is still older. I am able to say from 
my own experience during the last five 
years in tracing the careers of some of 
those who have come into our prisons 
that the downfall of many can be traced 
to those early years when, while free 
from school attendance, they had no 
regular employment. If the Bill did 
nothing else but make sure that such 
a state of things should be put a stop to 
I should cordially recommend it to 
your Lordships. 

Unlike the state of matters in England, 
our standards of exemption are universal 
all over Scotland. 
varied in the different school board dis- 
tricts under statutory powers by the 
school board. We do not propose to 
follow that procedure in Scotland, but 


are allowed from Q 
' education in Scotland. | 


The effect has | 


) 


In England they are | 


what we do propose under this Bill is to | 


give the school boards a dispensing power 
which we hope they will exercise ration- 
ally, and upon the consideration of each 
case as it arises—a task which will not, I 
think, be beyond the powers of the great 
majority of the school boards in Scotland. 
A year or two ago, feeling that the 
present system was not successful, I pro- 
posed a Bill which would have givenschool 
boards the power to raise the standard 





of exemption above the fifth, but that | 


Lord Balfour of Burleigh. 


“labour certificate "—the mere mini- 
mum to justify a child to work—and to 
teach them to attain to the “* merit certi- 
ficate.”” which is the goal of elementary 
believe that 
under this Bill it will be possible to con- 
tinue that system, and to continue it 
with even greater success than in the 
past. By the Bill fourteen will remain 
the normal age up to which a boy or girl 
should remain at school, and although 
obtaining the merit “ certificate” will 
not be a statutory obligation, we shall 
do our best to obtain it, as I have 
said, as the goal of elementary education. 
What we feel is that to impose under all 
circumstances of families a universal 
obligation to attend school till fourteen: 
would be a burden which would be 
greater than the children ought to be 
called upon to bear. There are, un- 
fortunately, circumstances of poverty 
in which it is not tair to expect the boy 
or girl to remain at school until the age 
of fourteen. 

The proposal, therefore, in this Bill is 
that, while fourteen shall remain the 
normal age, we give the school boards, 


after the age of twelve, power to dispense: 


with it in individual cases. The cireum- 
stances under which exemption should 
be granted after the age of twelve vary so 
much that it is impossible to lay down 
any general rule. The school boards will 
have to take into account the circum- 
stances of individual families and the 
amount of attainment in education 
at which the child has arrived, and 
we believe they will judge these cir- 
cumstances fairly, and grant exemption 
where they think it necessary. I 
have heard objections to this, and 
have been told that the local authori- 
ties will be importuned by parents 
to an extent which will make the dis- 
charge of their work very difficult. | 
think there may be some force in that 
objection, but I believe the evil will be 
infinitely less than in any other possible 
solution of the difficulty. If your Lord- 
ships will refer to one of the later clauses 
of the Bill you will see that the Depart- 


ment takes power to supervise the action. 
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of school boards in this matter, and if 
they are unduly lax in the discharge of 
the duties entrusted to them, a weapon 
is put into their hands which will enable 
us to withhold the grant or part of the 
grant until they reform their method of 
earrving out those duties. I believe 


that with this power in the hands of the | 


Department Parliament may safely pass 
this Bill. It will be the desire of the 
Department to strengthen the hands of 
the school boards in the discharge of 
their duties. I believe the Bill, if passed 
into law, will be a considerable improve- 
ment upon the present system, that it 


will make it more flexible, and more suit- | 


able to the varying circumstances of 
families and children, and do good to the 
eause of education generally in Scotland. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on Thursday 
next. 
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CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; _ read 
14; and to be read 2¢ to-morrow (the 
Lord Privy Seal [M. Salishury]); and 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. to be con- 
koa in order to its being dispensed 
with. 


| THE WRECK OF THE 


“ PRIMROSE 
HILL.” 
' *Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY 
‘called attention to the circumstances of 
the wreck of the “ Primrose Hill’ on 
the 28th December last, and asked the 
'Government why the Home Secretary 
did not send an official to inquire into 
occurrences following on the wreck of 
the “ Primrose Hill” instead of content- 
ing himself by inquiring of the police 
| official, against whom neglect had been 
alleged. The noble Lord said that as he 
was speaking entirely on a Board of Trade 
matter, especially concerning the mercan- 
tile marine, he desired to pay a tribute 


to the memory of the late Sir Courtenay 


ISOLATION HOSPITALS BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ to-morrow. 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 
First Report from the Select Com- 
mittee considered (according to order), 
and agreed to: Then it was moved that 
an humble Address be presented to His 
Majesty to acquaint His Majesty that 
this House hath appointed that the trial 
of John Francis Stanley, Earl Russell, | 
indicted for felony, do take place on 
Thursday, the 18th day of this instant 
July; and humbly desire that His 
Majesty will be graciously pleased to 
give orders for the necessary fitting up 
of the Royal Gallery for the’ said trial ; 
and also to appoint a Lord High Steward 
to continue during the said trial (the 
Chairman of Committees); agreed to. 
Ordered, that the said address be pre- 
sented to His Majesty by the Lords with 
White Staves. 


The Lord Shand added to the Select 
“Committee. 


CONVOCATIONS OF THE CLERGY | 
BILL [u.1.]. | 


Boyle, and to express regret at his loss. 
Sir Courtenay Boyle had the great merit 
of always being ready to hear reason. 
even though he might think it unreason. 
Though the Board of Trade in general 
had the character of not caring, Sir 
Courtenay Boyle took keen interest in 
all matters that came before him. He 
(Lord Stanley) also wished to refer to the 
speech made a few days ago by the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade on board the 
‘ Indefatigable ” training ship. That 
speech was everything that the President 
of the Board of Trade ought to make in 
regard to mercantile matters, and after 
that speech he (Lord Stanley) was not 
afraid that the President of the Board of 
Trade would be displeased at anything 
he was going to say. 

He was not going to abuse the Board 
of Trade, but simply to find fault with 
some of its subordinate officials. He 
agreed with the statement of the Presi- 
dent, that the “ Primrose Hill” was lost 
through inferior navigation. That was 
what the President had said according 
to one report, but the judgment of the 
Board of Trade inquiry said— 

“The court is of opinion that the crew was 
not adequate for her safe navigation either in 
the winter season or on the voyage in question, 
having regard to the weather encountered. 
There was, however, no evidence to satisfy the 


¢ 2a 1 or | e 
Read 37 (according to Order), and | court that the loss of the vessel was due to such 
passed, and sent to the Commons 


ee 2a 
, inadequacy. 
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He (Lord Stanley) would be glad if Lord 
Dudley would justify the practice of the 
Board of Trade 
inquiries if there was a civil action pend- 
ing. On this occasion the owners of the 


‘“ Primrose Hill” brought an action for | 
libel against a Liverpool paper, the sole | 
object of which was to save the insurance | 


money, which otherwise would not have 

been paid. He did not know how the 
insurance office would have acted if this 
judgment of the Board of Trade had been 
given before the money had been paid. 

Board of Trade inquiries were not 
intended to satisfy idle curiosity or 
scientific inquirers, but were held for the 
purpose of protecting the lives of sailors 
in the mercantile marine, and if they 
were deferred until some weeks after the 
event a good deal of evidence must of 
necessity be lost and people’s recollection 
of what happened must be obscured. 
Whether the crew were inadequate or 
not, the Board of Trade officials were to 
blame for two things. First, it was 
proved that the ‘* Primrose Hill” could 
not make sail. She was seen with bare 
poles a mile to the north-west of the 
South Stack. It was also stated in 
evidence that the sails were not unbent, 
and probably not unfurled, during the 
time the ‘Primrose Hill” was in 
port. When there were so many Board 
of Trade inspectors going about look- 
ing at the loadlines, etc., it was surely 
the duty of some of them to call the 
attention of the master in the event of 
the sails not being unfurled, and to 
require him to hang them out. 

Captain Wilson, of the “ Primrose 
Hill,” before sailing wrote to the Liver- 
pool Journal of Commerce complaining 
of his difficulty in getting a crew owing 
to the Act of 1854. Captain Wilson 
said— 

“In those days this Act might have been 
very just, as it put a stop to crimps robbing 
seamen of their advanced wages, which was 
then very common.” 


He (the noble Lord) had also received a 
letter from Mr. Maurice, a friend of the 
captain, who went on board and who 
heard Captain Wilson complain of the | 
badness ot the crew, and of the red tape | 
of the Board of Trade having interfered | 
with his finding a crew. Others had 

offered the captain a crew, but he was 

told by the Board of Trade officials that | 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 


{LORDS} 


of deferring these | 


|afternoon. and 








he would be liable to be prosecuted if he 
| took crews from anybody else. He (the 
noble Lord) had received from Mr. 
Maurice three printed petitions, the first 
signed by forty-four English shipowners 
of Liverpool, and the others from 


asking for Mr. Michael Vos to be 
licensed to supply crews, as he was a 
respectable man. He (Lord Stauley) 
expressed regret that Lord Dudley the 
; other day had thrown so much cold 
| water on Lord Muskerry’s Bill, and upon 
| his request for a Select Committee to 
inquire into the feeding of the Mercan- 
tile Marine. Why should not the Board 
of Trade appoint a departmental com- 
/mittee, and put Lord Muskerry and 
Admiral Close upon it! He also asked 
whether the Secretary to the Board of 
| Trade had read a complaint from Ports- 
| mouth and Devonport as to the deficiency 
of boys in the training ships, and if he had 
also read a letter in a Liverpool paper 
giving the opinion of the late captain 
against sending boys to sea inconsequence 
of the present state of the mercantile 
marine. He also called atteution to a 
letter which appeared in the Morning 
Post of June 20th, which explained how 
badly fed were the men of the mercantile 
marine, and giving that reason why 
boys would not join the service. Mr. 
Maurice's petitions and letter about the 
badness of the crew supplied by the 
Board of Trade officials had solved a 
'mystery which had long puzzled him. 
There was an analogy between manning 
the mercantile marine and the Ship of 
State, and as the Board of Trade ofticials 
had supplied bad sailors, so when the 
Ship of State was put in commission 
in 1895 the Carlton Club must have put 
on board of it the superfluous number of 
five or six Jonahs that it contained. 


He also wished particularly to call 
attention to what took place on the 
“Primrose Hill” after the wreck. 
The vessel was wrecked on Friday 


from Saturday till 
several days in the following week there 
were many scenes of plundering going on, 
the only precaution against it being that 
there were stationed there twelve men 
from one of Her Majesty's ships and an 
extra policeman, who was sent to keep 
guard over the corpses. There were some 
shocking sights. There were children 


“ Primrose Hill. 588 


masters and seamen of foreign ships, 
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between the ages of seven and fourteen 
lying dead drunk among the corpses on 
the beach, and there were also many 
drunken men lying about. One man 
was captured with ninety-five cases of 
tobacco. This man’s legal adviser told 
him to plead guilty, and in addressing 
the court in mitigation the solicitor said 
that the poor man was not to blame, 
because he saw everybody “looting ” 
under Board of Trade control, to use 
a Parliamentary phrase introduced in 


April last ;* but the solicitor did not | 
use that phrase, because he was not con- | 


nected with the India Office, and so he 


used the plain English word “ plunder | 


under Board of Trade toleration.” He 
(Lord Stanley) had been under the im- 


pression that the magistrates were to | 


blame in not securing more police, 


but he had since been told that the. 
real person to blame was the chief | 
He had accordingly written | 
to the Home Office, and had received | 


constable. 


the following reply :— 


“* Home Office, Whitehall, 
* 4th February, 1901. 
‘“*My Lord,—In reply to your letter of the 
17th ultimo, 


‘Primrose Hill’ on the 28th December, I have 
the honour, by direction of the Secretary of 
State, to inform you that he has made inquiry 
and has received a report from the Chief Con- 
stable of Anglesey, who states that the accounts 
of what occurred were greatly exaggerated. 

“ The Secretary of State has no doubt from 
this report that, while there were some regret- 
table cases of theft and drunkenness, the police 
did their best under difficult circumstances to 
assist the coastguard officers and other authori- 
ties concerned in preventing disorder. I have, 
ete., ‘*(Signed) Cartes 8S. Murpocu.” 


What opinion could they have of a 
Minister who, when asked to inquire 


into a serious matter of this kind, wrote | 


to and accepted the statement of the 
person incriminated ? He would not 
press his question. Lord Belper, who 


represented the Home Office in their | 


Lordships’ House, and was absent that 


day at Quarter Sessions, had written 


stating that he could not give him any- 
thing like a complete answer, as the 
Home Office had nothing to do with 
wrecks. That might be, but the Secre- 


tary of State had to do with law and | 
order, which in this case he did nothing | 


to maintain. 





* See: Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xcii., 
page 36 
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reporting certain occurrences | 
alleged to have taken place at the wreck of the | 
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Tue SECRETARY or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (The Earl of DvupLey) : 
My Lords, the question or motion of the 
noble Lord is addressed distinctly to the 
Home Office, and, as my noble friend 
| who represents that Department is not 
| present, I cannot give the noble Lord 
|any information with regard to that 
| portion of his question which dealt with 
'the proceedings which took place on 
‘shore during the wreck of the “ Prim- 
‘rose Hill ’’—proceedings which were 
entirely a matter for the Home Depart- 
ment. The rest of the noble Lord’s 
remarks were addressed distinctly to the 
Board of Trade, and I cannot help 
expressing the hope that, on any future 
|oceasion when the noble Lord may 
‘have to make any inquiries in relation 
'to matters connected with the Board of 
Trade, he will put them upon the Paper, 
as it is a little more convenient to know 
beforehand the subjects upon which the 
noble Lord desires information. On 
behalf of the Board of Trade I have, in 
‘the first place, to thank the noble Lord 
for what he said with regard to the late 
Sir Courtenay Boyle. There is no 
doubt that Sir Courtenay Boyle was a 
very brilliant and able official, and for 
many years he discharged, I think on 
the whole most successfully, the difficult 
work which fell to his lot at the Board 
of Trade. The varying character of 
that work may be known to many of 
your Lordships, and | think that during 
all the years that Sir Courtenay Boyle 
occupied the principal position on the 
permanent staff at the Board of Trade 
he discharged that work without 
in any degree creating friction among 
the many interests with which he came 
in contact. It will be many years before, 
at any rate at the Board of Trade, Sir 
Courtenay Boyle’s memory fades, and I 
was glad to hear the remarks of appre- 
ciation which fell from the noble Lord. 
The noble Lord went on to ask various 
questions with regard to the wreck of 
a vessel called the “ Primrose Hill.” 
In the first place, he wished to know 
-why the Board of Trade inquiry, which 
is always held after wreck casualties, 
was deferred in this case for some months 
after the wreck. 


| 


| The case was this. The “ Primrose 
| Hill,” a large sailing vessel, was lost 
| near Holyhead, and all the crew with 
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the exception of one man were drowned. | nothing is so calculated to rot canvas, 
In ordinary circumstances a Board of | and that is the reason why the sails of 
Trade inquiry would have been imme-| this particular ship were not unfurled 
diately held into the circumstances of | while she was in harbour. The noble 
the wreck, but shortly after it happened | Lord next made some remarks about 
a Liverpool paper published an article] petitions, but I could not catch what 
in which it alleged that the “ Primrose|the petitions were. Perhaps if the 
Hill’ was grossly undermanned. On| noble Lord will communicate with me 
that, a libel action immediately arose | privately afterwards I may be able to 
between the owners of the vessel and of | give him some information. Although 
the paper, and we postponed the inquiry | I listened as attentively as I could, I 
until after the libel action had been | could not hear who the petitions were 
heard. That is a course invariably | from or what they were about. I hope 
adopted in such cases, and this is the|I have been able to satisfy the noble 
first time its propriety has been ques-| Lord, but, as he gave me no previous 
tioned. Naturally, if we had held an | notice of the subjects on which he wished 
exhaustive inquiry before the action, | for information, he will, I hope, excuse 
we should have run the risk of seriously { me if the answer I have given is not so 
prejudicing the position of one or other | full as it otherwise might have been. 

of the litigants to the action. The 


noble Lord then alleged that the int STATE GOVERNORS IN AUSTRALIA 
of the “ Primrose Hill” had had con- ay at Eo. React alia gS 
siderable difficulty in finding a crew, Ear. CARRINGTON : My Lords, 
and, if I understood the noble Lord I beg to ask “9 Under Secretary of 
rightly, he mentioned that that difficulty State for the Colonies whether he will 
was to some extent due to the neglect | 4t an early date be able to announce the 
of the Board of Trade officials. I think | @Ppomtments of the State Governors in 
the noble Lord is mistaken in that. Australia and the amount of their 
During the inquiry it was proved up salaries ; also whether they will be 
to the hilt that the mercantile marine appointed as in Canada, or whether the 
officer at Liverpool gave every possible | Practice hitherto adopted in respect to 
facility to the master to find a crew, the Australian colonies will be main- 
and that the difficulty in finding one tained. de® 

and the consequent delay arose, notfrom| Typ UNDER SECRETARY oF 
any fault or neglect on the part of the) gT ATE ror THE COLONIES (The Far! of 
Board of Trade official, but simply be- | OnsLow): My Lords, some of the State 
= the master of the * Primrose | Governors have already been appointed. 
Hill” was very anxious to engage | gir A. Lawley has been appointed State 
purely Scandinavian crew. It took him | Governor of Western Australia. and Sir 
three days to find them, and when he) 4 Havelock State Governor of Tasmania. 
went to sea he only had three or four! The Jate Governors of Queensland and 
British subjects out of the thirty-three! South Australia—Lord Lamington and 
hands on board the ship. The noble|1,-q Tennyson-—continue as State Gover- 
Lord also made some remarks about site. The only State Governorships 
the sails of the vessel not having been | o¢ present vacant are those of New South 
unfurled while she was discharging her Wiles nal Vines. and they off bs 
cargo in port. That, I believe, is the filled up shortly. The whew of te 
case. I believe that during the time| Governor of Victoria has been fixed at 
she was discharging her in cargo and £5,000 a year. That of the Governor of 
taking on board her out cargo the sails New Reaakh, Walon te tact yet settled. The 
were not unfurled, but I believe also silieihiin the the Governorships dienes 
that the weather during the whole time Queensland £5.000, Western F ananali 
that she was in harbour was exceedingly | ¢4 gg Sah Leattcsite £4 000 pre 
bad. As many of your Lordships may |‘pPasmania £3.500. The appointments 
know, the captain of a vessel is always to these posts will be made in accordance 
pine d wey whose bo taking wed rag Section 106 of the Commonwealth 
which will wet his sails and cause him | Act, which is interpreted to mean that 
to furl them in a wet condition, because | the appointments to Governorships will 


The Earl of Dudley. 
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continue to be made bythe Home Govern- | announced in His Majesty’s Speech. 1 
ment, as has been the practice hitherto, | am quite sure that the noble Duke the 
and not by the Commonwealth Govern-! Lord President of the Council would 
ment. | wish for an opportunity of authoritatively 
and officially informing your Lordships 

EarL CARRINGTON: May I ask/ of the postponement of this Bill at least 
whether the salaries will be fixed, as! for one year, and, as far as he can, of 
heretofore, by the Home Government ? | giving the reasons for that postponement. 
/I am sure he will allow that to all your 

Tue Earn or ONSLOW: No, they Lordships who really take an interest in 
will be voted by the State Legislatures. | the subject of national education the 
‘delay has been a considerable trial of 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR~-HOSPITALS 
COMMISSION’S REPORT. 
THe Ear or KILMOREY : My Lords, 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


intend to take with reference to the re- 
commendations contained in the Report 
of the Royal Commission appointed to 


for War what steps the Government | 


| patience, especially when we remember 
‘that during the past four months this 
‘important measure might have been 
' fully dealt with in your Lordships’ House 
and placed in a position in which the other 
| House of Parliament could not possibly 

have failed to pass it this session. This has 
' been the acknowledged House hitherto 


consider and report upon the care and for the Bill on this subject which has 
treatment of the sick and wounded during | been twice introduced. The two former 
the South African campaign ; page 69, | Bills of which this is the sequel were 
lines 6, 7, 8, and 9. inf | introduced into this House, as this Bill 
‘ F | should have been, by the noble Duke at 

wn LAE UNDER SECRETARY OF the head of the Education Department, 
STATE ror WAR (Lord Ractay): My) in whose integrity and sound judgment 
Lords, this question has already been} the country has the most perfect con- 
answered in another place on June 27 by gdence. But this important measure 
the Secretary of State for War. In that) pas been relegated to the other House 
answer my right hon. friend announced | of Parliament, where it has been left to 
the appointment of a Committee to con-| graw to itself every species of opposition. 
sider the whole question of the Army! We are now informed by the Press— 
Medical Department. I am_ not in a ' we have no official announcement—-that 
position to add anything, and I think it, the Government consider that the oppo- 
Is unnecessary for me to assure your’ sition has become insurmountable and 
Lordships again of the very great im-| that the Bill must be dropped for the 
portance the Government attach to the | present session. We have been informed 
matter. : that it is the intention of the Government 
|to take the eighth and ninth clauses of 

THE GOVERNMENT EDUCATION BILL. | this Bill and introduce them as a single- 


*Lorp NORTON, who had given notice | 
to ask the Lord President of the Council 
if he still entertained any hope of passing | 
his Education Bill this session, and, if | 
this now seemed no longer possible, | 
whether any such short measure as_ 
might be necessary to carry on his already | 
half-accomplished scheme to completion | 
next year might not be introduced in| 
this House, where there was ample time | 
and the best means for its full and careful | 
treatment, said : 
seem that the first part of the question 
has been already answered, but no infor- 
mation has been given officially to your 
Lordships with regard to the postpone- 
ment of one of the principal measures 





My, Lords, it would | 


of a complete State system of national 


clause Bill. That will simply deal with 
what is called the Cockerton judg- 
ment. But this single clause involves 
the whole of the opposition to the 
original Bill. The opposition to the 
Bill has emanated simply from the 
school boards who are affected by the 
judgment, and who are resolved, if possi- 
ble, to retain to themselves the excess 
beyond their legal commission which 
the Cockerton judgment condemns ; 
and clearly nothing will satisfy them 
which does not so upset that judgment as 
'to enable them to carry out what they 
| have plainlytold us is their ultimate inten- 
' tion--the establishment in this country 
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education, paid for by public money 
and under their control. In these cir- 
cumstances I think the second part of 
my question not only remains to be 
answered, but is doubly necessary to 
impress upon the noble Duke the advis- 
ability if this single-clause Bill is to be 
brought in, of his introducing it in this 
House, where there is ample time and the 
best means for its full and careful con- 
sideration. 


THE LORD PRESIDENT oF THE 
COUNCIL (The Duke of DEVONSHIRE) : 
My Lords, since the noble Lord gave 
notice of this question he has become 
aware, as he informed your Lordships, 
that the Government have most reluc- 
tantly come to the conclusion that it 
would be impossible to afford the neces- 
sary time for attempting to pass the 
Education Bill introduced in the House 
of Commons. It will be necessary to 
introduce a short Bill dealing with the 
difficulties arising in consequence of a 
recent judgment, and as that measure 
must necessarily come within a short 
time before your Lordships, I think it | 
would be most convenient to postpone | 
until that opportunity the statement | 
which the noble Lord requests as to the | 
reasons which determined us to abandon 
the Bill. The noble Lord suggests that 
the short Bill should be introduced in| 
this rather than in the other House. | 
As to the reasons for introducing the 
Bill in the other House, it was found | 
that it dealt so largely with the question | 
of rating, which it would not be com- | 
petent for this House fully to dispose of, | 
that it was considered no time would be | 
saved by introducing it in this House | 
and sending it to the other House in an | 
extremely incomplete state. The noble | 
Lord suggests that this House possesses | 
means and time, which the other House | 
does not possess, of dealing with this | 
question. There can be no doubt that | 
we have the time to devote to the subject, | 
but as to the means I am not quite sure | 
that I should agree with him. Judging 
by the nature of the opposition which 
the Bill has met with in the country, I 
doubt very much whether those element 
who are opposed to the principle of the 
Bill are represented in this House to such 
an extent as would enable anything like a 





{LORDS} 





full and adequate discussion being given 
Lord Norton. 
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to the grounds of opposition, and I doubt 
very much, therefore, whether any time 
would be saved in the House of Commons 
should the Bill be sent to them from the 
House of Lords. At any rate, the sugges- 
tion of the noble Lord has come too late 
to be acted on, for I think a promise has 
already been given that the Bill will be 
very shortly introduced in the other 
House of Parliament. 


THE HOSPITAL SHIP “ MAINE”—PRE- 
SENTATION TO THE NATION. 

Eart SPENCER: By arrangement, 
of which I have given previous notice, 
I wish to ask the noble Earl the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether he can 
inform the House what has been done 
with regard to the gift to the nation of the 
hospital ship ‘‘Maine,” which was sent out 
to South Africa. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (The Earl of Sevsorne): I 


| think I can best answer the question 


of the noble Earl by reading the following 
correspondence— 
“ Atlantic Transport Company (Limited), 
“108, Fenchurch Street, E.C. 
‘*My Lord,—I beg to offer for the acceptance 


| of His Majesty’s Government the hospital ship 
| “Maine,” and in doing so should like, as a citizen 
| of the United States, to express appreciation 


for long protection afforded to my interests 
under the British flag. 

“In making this offer I am also influenced 
by the noble work achieved by American 
women in equipping and maintaining the 
“Maine” whilst on service as a hospital ship 
during the late hostilities in South Africa and 
China 

“Trusting that she may long continue her 
usefulness to the sick and wounded and be an 
emblem of thecordial relations existing between 
the citizens of the United States and those of 
our mother country, 

“Tam, my Lord, with the deepest respect 
and esteem, 

“Yours very truly, 
“ B. N. Baker. 

“The Right Hon. Earl of Selborne, 

** First Lord of the Admiralty.” 


To that letter we sent the following 
reply— 
‘“‘ Admiralty, S.W., June 29, 1901. 


“Sir,—I am commanded by my Lords Com- 
missioners of the Admiralty to acknowledge 
receipt of your letter of the 25th offering s.s. 
‘ Maine’ as a free gift to His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. In reply, my Lords desire me to inform 
you that they accept your offer with pleasure; 


and in conveying to you their thanks for the 
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gift I am to add they cordially appreciate your 
motives for the generous act as expressed in 
your letter under reply. 
“T am, Sir, your obedient servant, 
“Evan MacGrecor. 
“B. N. Baker, Esq.” 


I have only to add, my Lords, that this 
gift has been completed by the previous 
gift to the nation by the committee of 
American ladies of the fittings they had 
put into the ship, and I am sure you will 
concur with me in thinking this a most 
gracious gift from the citizens and ladies 
of the United States. 


Eart SPENCER: I am sure every- 
body in this House will cordially approve 
of what the noble Earl has said, that we 


{1 Juty 1901} 





shall all appreciate very much this gift, | 
not only as to the ship itself, but also as a | 
sign of the cordial relations and good | 
feeling that exist between the United 
States and this country. 


House adjourned at a quarter 
before Six of the clock, 
till to-morrow half-past | 
Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 1st July, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 
case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 


Belfast Harbour Bill [Lords]. 

Easton and Church Hope Railway Bill 
[Lords]. 

Freshwater, Yarmouth, and Newport 
Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Leeds Churches Bill [Lords]. 

Leeds Corporation Water Bill [Lords]. 

Rugby Water and Improvement Bill 
[Lords]. 
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Salford Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

Stockport Corporation Water 
[Lords]. 

Weston-super-Mare Gas Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 


Bill 


HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL. 
NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 


CHESTER GAS BILL [Lords]. 
POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [Lords]. 
A 
PRESTATYN WATER BILI [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. 


COWES FERRY BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 


ELLAND GAS BILL [Lords]. 
HARPENDEN DISTRICT GAS BILL [Lords].. 
NEWPORT (ISLE OF WIGHT) GAS BILL. 

[Lords]. 
- Read a second time, and committed. 


SMETHWICK CORPORATION BILL|Lords].- 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction 
to the Committee to insert the following 
clause— 

Any scheme for the establishment 
of a superannuation or provident 
fund under this part of this Act shall 
not come into operation until the 
Corporation shall in respect of that 
fund have been registered under the 
Friendly Societies Act, 1896, and 
the provisions of that Act (except 
the proviso to Sub-section (1) of Sec- 
tion 8 and Section forty-one) so far 
as they are applicable and are not 
inconsistent with the provisions of 











399 Message from {COMMONS} the Lords. 400 


this part of this Act shall apply as| Riverside Fish Market Bill, without 

if (a) the Corporation were a society | amendment. 

to which that Act applies and were) That they have agreed to, Kettering 

the Trustees of such society ; (b) a8 | Urban District Water Bill, with amend- 

if the scheme were the rules of such wniite 

society ; (c) as if the superannuation TI ws aa ne ee 

or provident funds were the funds an Vany Bbve Seroed 66, Amen sep 

f such society: and (d) as if the |%®. Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District 

of suc y; and (d) Water) Bill [Lords 

contributors to the fund were the | (Water) Bill [Lords]. 

members of such  society.—(Mr.| That they have agreed to Amendments 

Strachey.) to, City and South London Railway Bill 
[Lords] ; New Swindon Gas Bill [Lords], 


WORCESTER TRAMWAYS BILL [Lords]. heany Amendment. 
Read a second time, and committed. | That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | Orders made by the Board of Education 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. |under the Elementary Education Acts, 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and | 1870 to 1900, to enable the School 

agreed to. | Boards for Barnes, Hartlepool, Man- 

|chester, Merthyr Tydvil, and Waltham- 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | St to put in force the Lands Clauses 

ORDER (No. 11) BILL Acts. Education Board Provisional 

Read the third time, and passed Orders Confirmation (Barnes, ete.) Bill 
a sta a [Lords]. 


Also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to con- 
INVERGARRY AND FORT AUGUSTUS | «1°, * Bill, intitulcd, en at Ok 
RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL, | #F™ certain | rovisiona ae Were 
‘the Board of Trade under the General 


JnpeR Section 7, Sup-section (2 pee : . 
rn Ri nee tencomrel yl Pier and Harbour Act, 1861, relating to 

Act, 1899.] Bexhill, Burghead, Carradale, Elgin 

Considered ; to be read the third time | and Lossiemouth, and Urr Navigation. 

Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 

| (No. 3) Bill [Lords]. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND)! Also a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act for con- 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. | ferring further powers on the Dover Gas 
Reported, without amendment [Pro-| Light Company.’’ Dover Gas Bill 

visional Orders confirmed]; Report to | [Lords]. 

lie upon the Table. | Also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘An Act to 


Bill to be read the third time to-| empower the Corporation of Lowestott 
morrow. ‘to construct and work tramways and 


| to construct street improvements, and 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP L). /to make further provision in regard to 
‘the electric lighting undertaking of the 


on Group L of Private Bills; That, in Corporation, and in regard to the = 
ons s why eg « 2lITenti ., 0 4 the 
-order to facilitate the progress of business shore and recreation grounds in 


they had adjourned till Wednesday, at borough, the lands known as Lamp 
hali-past Eleven of the clock. ’ | Lands, and the health, local government, 


and improvement of the borough ; and 


to-morrow. 


Mr. BILL reported from the Committee 


Report to lie upon the Table. 'for other purposes.” Lowestoft Cor 
poration Bill [Lords]. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. And also a Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act for 


That they have agreed to, Local extending the time limited for acquisition 
Government Provisional Order (Gas) | of land and completion of works under 
Bill; Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional !the Cardiff Railway Acts, 1897, 1898, 
Order Bill; Pier and Harbour Provi-| and 1899; for sanctioning an alteration 
sional Orders '(No. 1) Bill; Cambrian | of the levels of Railway No. 4 authorised 
Railways Bill; Glasgow and Renfrew | by the Cardiff Railway Act, 1897; for 
District Railway Transfer Bill ; London | further empowering the trustees of the 
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will of the second Marquess of Bute to 
hold ordinary shares or stock in the 
capital of the Cardiff Railway Company ; 
and for other purposes.’ Cardiff Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]. 





EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BARNES, 
ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 239.] 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 3.) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 240.] 


DOVER GAS BILL [Lords . 
LOWESTOFT CORPORATION BILL [Lords 
CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [Lords.] 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


| 
| 
PETITIONS. | 


AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS AND BURGH LAND TAX 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. | 
Petition from Fife, in favour of re- | 

enactment ; to lie upon the Table. 

WORKS REGULATION | 

BILL. | 

Two Petitions from Manchester, in | 

favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


ALKALI, ETC., 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 
BILL. | 


Petitions in favour, from Bristel ; and | 
Rochdale ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petition from Bedminster, in favour ; 

to lie upon the Table. 





SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Rainham 

(five); Murston; Cotteridge: Bourn- 

ville (two); Wargrave; Faversham 

(three) ; Bethnal Green (two) ; Bristol ; 
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| Ampthill ; Sittingbourne ; Wokingham;. 
Small Heath; Rotherhithe; Sandy 
(four) ; Biggleswade; Rotherham ; East 
London; Harpole ; Paddington; and’ 
Lancashire and Cheshire ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Kirkintilloch, in favour ;. 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (WELSH INTER- 
MEDIATE EDUCATION ACT, 1889). 


Paper [presented 28th June] to be 
printed. [No. 244.] 





‘ IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
Read the first time; and referred to | 


RENTS). 
Copy presented, of Return for the 
months of September and October, 1900 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 30th April; Mr. Field]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


presented, of Diplomatic and 
Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2646 [by Command]; to lie 
Table. 


Copies 
Consular 
2642 to 
upon the 


| PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE 


CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Lunacy.—Copy of Fifty-fifth Report of 
the Commissioners in Lunacy to the Lord 
Chancellor, with Appendix [by Act]; to 
be printed. [No. 245.] 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY. 


Return ordered, “ showing the names, 
ages, religion, rank, and length of service 
of members of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary who were injured while on 
duty during the past twenty years ; the 
name of the county to which each mem- 
ber was regularly attached, and the 
name of the county in which the injury 
was inflicted ; the amount of compensa- 
tion claimed and awarded in each case, 
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and the name of the public authority, 
court of law, or otherwise, which made 
the award ; the source from which the 


Questions. 


payment was made; the nature and | 


extent of the injuries, and how caused ; 
the duties, whether ordinary or special 
and their nature, upon which such 
members were engaged when injured ; 
the names of members retired as result 
of injuries, and the amount of pension, if 
any, in each case ; the names and similar 
particulars of unsuccessful claimants, 
and the amounts claimed.” —(Mr. Patrick 


O’Brien.) 


PARKS AND GARDENS (LONDON AND | 


DUBLIN). 


Return ordered, “showing (a) for 
Parks maintained from Votes of Parlia- 
ment in Great Britain and Ireland, and 


(b) for Botanic Gardens, London and | 


Dublin, (1) the Acreage open to the 
public in each case, (2) the total Cost 
between 1890-1 and 1899-1900, in- 
clusive, distinguishing new works and 
cost of maintenance.’"—(Mr. T. M. 


Healy.) 


__—_— 


QUESTIONS. 


{COMMONS} 
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of 10 per cent. on profits would produce 
about £500,000 when the mines are in 
full work. 


Questions. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Arising 
out of that reply, may I ask whether 
that would not be a saving of £350,000 
_ per annum to the gold-mining companies? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : That is one 
‘of the hypothetical questions which | 
must decline to answer. But I do not 
think that the hon. Member’s arithmetic 
| is correct. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Did not 
‘Sir David Barbour suggest that the 
dynamite monopoly should be cancelled / 
And as that means a relief of £600,000 
,a year—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
right hon. Gentleman has answered 
_ the question on the Paper. 

| Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 


| the Secretary of State for the Colonies 


| it he has any official information showing 
ithe gold mining companies and the 
| dividends they paid in 1898, which were 
| equal to their nominal capital alluded to 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TAXATION OF | by Sir David Barbour in his Report ; and 


BARBOUR’S REPORT. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen | 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary | 


of State for the Colonies whether the 
Colonial Office have made or received 
any estimate of the additional amount 
of taxation that would in the future 
be paid by the gold-mining companies, 


cent. be levied on their profits, and they 
receive the benefit of the £600,000 
per annum from the cancelling of the 
dynamite monopoly. 


Tae SECRETARY or STATE For THE | 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- | 
mingham, W.): His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have not finally decided as to the | 
future treatment of the dynamite mono- | 
poly, and I am unable to answer hypothe- | 
tical questions as to the effect of proposals 
which may be modified in important 
particulars. I may say, however, that 


Sir David Barbour estimates that a tax 





TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES—SIR D. | further, if bearing in mind the statement 


| that these profits will largely increase 


in the course of a few years, whether 
he will advocate the imposition of an 
annual war tax in addition to the sug- 
gested 10 per cent. tax for revenue pur- 
poses to be earmarked for a certain 
number of years for partly defraying 


ithe cost of the war. 


taking the 1898 profits as a basis, if the | 
suggested additional tax of five per | 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The 
answer to the first question is in the 
negative. If the profits increase as the 
hon. Member suggests the tax proposed 


| by Sir David Barbour would, of course, 


produce a larger amount in proportion. 
His Majesty's Government have not yet 
come to a final decision as to the exact 


/amount to be levied on profits, but it 


will be the same percentage in all cases. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I think I 


am right in saying that I have received 


no reply as to whether the right hon. 
Gentleman would advocate the imposi- 
tion of a new war tax. I say, advocate. 





§.): 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The hon. | with a lengthened reply, but the import- 
Member has not had a specific reply, and | ance of the question justifies it. 1 am 
the Colonial Secretary is not prepared | informed that, in the absence of Parlia- 
to say what he will or will not advocate. | mentary provision for expenditure after 
| 30th June, the Ministers of the Cape 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal,| Colony intend to recommend the 
§.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State | Governor to issue warrants to meet such 
for the Colonies whether he will state | expenditure. There is no specific pre- 
why the Report of Sir David Barbour on | vision in any Cape statute for the issu- 
the finances of the Transvaal, which| of such warrants. Ministers consider 
was dated the 29th March, 1901, was} that the issue of warrants as proposed 
not presented to Parliament till June, | should receive the sanction of the Secre- 
1901; whether this Report was sub-| tary of State, on the ground of public 
mitted, before its presentation, to Lord | exigency consequent on the unprovoked 
Milner for his observations thereon ; and | invasion of the colony by the forces of 
whether it has been presented in the form | the two late Republics. The Ministers 
in which it originally left as a draft or| have recently advised the prorogation 
provisional Report Sir David Barbour’s | of Parliament beyond 30th June owing to 
hands ; or whether, and, if so, what,| the unsettled condition of the colony 
parts of it have been altered or eliminated | arising from war and rebellion. They 
at the suggestion of Lord Milner or the| consider that it is not yet possible to fix 
Colonial Office. a date for the assembling of Parliament, 


. . but hope it will be early in October. In 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) 1) their opinion it is practically impossible 

wished to discuss the subject with Lord | ¢  p..4;, a a ran 
Milner before deciding to present the| mo qi te ne ect Present 
Reneut (2) The ans sale cae all | Travelling in many districts is unsafe. 
ea (3) 54 “ee ts epee . i nero A considerable number of members are 
viel ae: nas been Presenvec in ein «Europe. Others are actively 


. ° ° 4° . ’ 

= —. - lett i: ates Baxhour's /engaged in fighting invaders and sup- 
— ne ae eee Pes: pressing rebellion, and there are several 
vacant seats which cannot be filled 
owing to the existence of martial law. 
So far as Ministers have been able to 





CAPE COLONY—FINANCIAL PROVISION 
IN LIEU OF TAXATION UNDER PAR- 
LIAMENTARY SANCTION. Rates 44 es f b tj 

. , ascertain the opinion of members, it is, 

B oe a reign — | irrespective of party, adverse to a meeting 

titan tee iy See cintiiniamadt. of Parliament until a more settled state 

sion since 30th June is to be made see the a ee ee 
ex enditure of moneys for the public —— See ee — 
tr ce i Cape Colony a eet advised the Governor accordingly. The 


ni eae ; Governor informs me that, concurring 
legislative authority ; whether ay-|- ; cae : ; 5 
ak of Pron ei Peng er om i _|in the view of Ministers that Parliament 
y 4 arliamentary | cannot assemble at present, he has acted 


dee wh ee ee ee = se on their advice and has prorogued Parlia- 
ne colony > NM not, way *ariament | ment till 27th August. He states that 


has not been summoned to authorise | . : . 
gg . — d to au horis | when they advise him to issue warrants 
such expenditure ; for how long it is : 


3 jae ; : to cover public expenditure he will do so 
intended that this invasion of the con- I F 


eee . 'under such conditions and restrictions, 
op emagem rights of the — ~ rr any, as it may seem necessary and 
ot pod fevlhg Ragone a Pacers advisable for him to impose. He con- 
to refuse his sanction to the illegal ex- ee er — arhnene 
seailibace of inoney by. the Biccuties| allowing the ordinary work of admini- 


itapamisik ck thie. eihdae eattmamk tae | stration—the defence of the colony, and 
‘ — n s 
ny without the the measures being taken to combat 


eigen piers er ee ae _the plague—to come to a standstill, and 
Cems a 1860 . 7 "| that if any action in this regard be held 
‘ ; to be illegal he must rely upon obtaining 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am) an indemnity from the Cape Parliament 
afraid I shall have to trouble the House | in due course. For myself, I have to add 
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that the proposed action of the Governor 
appears to me to be warranted by the 
public exigency of the moment and by the 
unprecedented situation which has arisen, 
and that I do not see any reason to 
dissent from the course which the 
Governor proposes to adopt on the advice 
of his Ministers, who fully recognise 
their responsibility to their Parliament 
in the matter. The principles laid down 
by Lord Granville in 1869 do not apply 
in this case. In September, 1868, 
the Duke of Buckingham and Chandos | 
had laid it down — 

“that cases of supreme emergency may | 
arise, when it may be impossible to adhere to 
the strict and proper rule without detriment 
to the public interest, and when the Govern- 
ment at home takes upon itself the responsi- 
bility of sanctioning such expenditure. Such 
are cases where a service voted requires more | 
money than has been voted, or where some | 


Questions. 





wholly unforeseen contingency arises of too | JAMESON 


urgent a nature to allow of the required ex- 
penditure being previously submitted to 
Parliament for their sanction.” 


Cases of this kind must be dealt 


with by the Governor on the responsi- 
bility of his Ministers, and he must 
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Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I should 


not like to reply to this without reference, 
but I do not think there is any statute 
which prevents action such as I have 
suggested ; and such action has, I may 
say, been taken on a previous occasion. 


Questions. 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : I quite admit 
that, on a previous occasion ; but I will 
put it down on the Paper, whether it was 
the statute of 1892 or a further statute of 
1896. I should like if the right hon. 
Gentleman would state whether I am 
right in saying that taxation is levied by 
Act of Parliament, which requires no 
annual renewal, as in our own case. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
think that is so. 


Yes, | 


RAID—RHODES-HAWKSLEY- 
HARRIS CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he will now lay upon the Table 
of the House the correspondence between 
Mr. Hawksley, the solicitor of the 





exercise his own judgment upon a care-| Chartered Company, and the Colonial 
ful consideration of all the circum- | Secretary, after copies of the cablegrams 
stances brought under his notice by | known as the Rhodes-Hawksley-Harris 
those Ministers. Lord Granville subse- | Correspondence betweenJuly and Decem- 
quently, in 1869, expressed the opinion | ber, 1895, dealing with the alleged com- 
that the particnlar case on which he | plicity of the Colonial Office in the plot 
was asked to decide was not one of | against the Transvaal, whic had been 
unforeseen emergency, but he excepted | shown to the Colonial Secretary at his 
from the general rule which he laid} request, and returned to Mr. Hawksley. 


down eases “of absolute and immediate 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 


necessity, such, for example, as the 
q r j F i ” thie rce i TTIOH)N aa mr) a. 
preservation of life,” w hich exception Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Arising out 
of that answer, I wish to ask whether 


completely covers, in my view, the pre- 
eae onee. that correspondence is still in existence or 





I am much 


Mr. JOHN MORLEY : | 

obliged to the Secretary of State for his| *\tp gpRAKER: Order. order! The 
full reply to my question, but there are question in the Paper a simple parte 
et “oogesloaig hai grid ". and the right hon. Gentleman answered 
satisfied upon, and tha 3 se, T}un mpat : eerenaen 

think, would be glad to be satisfied upon. a © oo Ce 
As I understand, these warrants are 
entirely appropriation warrants. Taxa- 
tion is levied and imposed by statute, 
and, therefore, the Government warrants 
only affect appropriations. I should like 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With great 
respect, Sir, I want the correspondence 
alleging the right hon. Gentleman’s com- 
plicity in the raid. 


to ask whether there is not a statute in 
Cape Colony which prevents or forbids 
the use of these warrants beyond the 
sum of £200,000, which is the amount of 
all the contingency service grant. 


LORD KITCHENER’S DESPATCHES— 
WORK OF THE EIGHTH DIVISION. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, §.): [I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether any further despatches will be 
published with reierence to the share 
taken by the 8th Division in the recent 
operations in South Africa, and to the 
rendered by any particular 
officers who may have been mentioned 
by the General in command, 


Questions. 


services 


THE SECRETAY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): A despatch has just arrived 
irom Lord Kitchener, and w.| shortly be 


published. 


CENSORSHIP REGULATIONS— 
SPOELSTRA’S CONVICTION. 


Me. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for War | 
whether a man named Spoelstra was | 


tried by Court Martial at Pretoria on 
26th April, 1901, charged with giving a 
letter to a man named Van Rooyan, to be 
carried by him to Holland; whether 
Spoelstra was found guilty and sentenced 
to pay a fine of £100, and to be treated as 
a m-litary prisoner. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Spoelstra was con- 
wiected ef evading the censorship regula- 
tions in order to transmit for publication 
atletter containing false, malicious, and 
defamatory statements concerning the 
conduct of the forces in South Africa. 
He was sentenced to hard labour for a 
vear and a fine of £100, or, in default of 
payment, a further term of six months. 
The year’s imprisonment was remitted 
by Lord Kitehener. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Has Reuter’s 
correspondent been tried for circulating 
ialse news ! 


j* Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order !. 


MAJOR-GENERAL MAXWELL'S 
PROCLAMATION. 

"Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
s aware that a notice, signed by Major- 
(reneral J. G. Maxwell, has been pub- 
ished in the Government (Gazette, Pre- 
toria, on 17th April. 1901, declaring that, 
in consequence of the numerous in- 
stances of evasions of the censorship 
regulations by ind viduals carrying 
setters, all persons are strictly pro-, 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 
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hibited from carrying letters by rail 
or road, or from giving letters to other 
persons with a view to their being so 
carried or delivered, and that any person 
contravening such notice would be 
dealt with under martial law; and 
whether all letters coming trom the 
Transvaal are censored. 


Questions, 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Pretoria 
Gazette quoted contains the notice re- 
ferred to. All letters coming from the 
Transvaal, except consular correspond- 
ence, are liable to military censorship, 
though they are not necessarily sub- 
jected to it. 


Mr. DILLON: Has the right hon. 
Gentleman any objection to the Pretoria 
Gazette being supplied to the library ! 


Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot under- 
take that the Gazette shall be supplied 
constantly, but as to this particular 
numter | see no objection. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Yes ; let us 


see what you are doing. 


CAMPS OF CONCENTRATION—VISITING 





REGULATIONS — MR. ADRIAN HOF- 
MEYR. 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 


shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the Mr. 
Adrian Hofmeyr who was permitted to 
visit the concentration camps in the 
Transvaal is the same individual as the 
clergyman of that name who was ex- 
pelled from the ministry of the Dutch 
Reformed Church for immorality, and 
whose statements as to his treatment by 
the Boers were characterised by General 
Baden Powell as fabrications: and 
whether he can explain why permission 
to visit these camps was accorded to him 
and refused to Miss Hobhouse. 


Mr. BRODRICK: | must refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to a similar 
question put by the hon. Member for 
Montgomeryshire on Friday last,7 to 
which I have nothing to add. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: That hon. 
Gentleman did not ask if this was the 








+ See page 259. 
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same individual, nor did he ask why per- 
mission to visit the camps was given to 
this person and refused to Miss Hob- 


Questions. 


house. 


Mr. BRODRICK: [ have no know- 
ledge of what permission the South 
African authorities may have given to 
anyone to visit the camps. [| 
speak in any way as regards what are 
stated in the question as facts. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 


ls it the same person ! 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: 
the suggestion that permission was given 
to a man of this character to visit the 
camps and_ retused to Miss Hobhouse—- 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is making comments on 
the question. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: No. Sir: | 
was going to ask whether, in view of the 
facts, the right hon. Gentleman will 
send to South Africa and make inquiry 
as to what is the reason. 


Mr. BRODRICK: L refuse to make 
any inquiry into the matter, 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 


E.): I wish to ask the right hon. Gentle- | 
courtesy, if he is} 


man, with pertect 
willing to make any inquiry whether 
this Adrian Hofmeyr is the same—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is the same question that the right hon. 
Gentleman has already answered. The 
right hon. Gentleman has said he will 
not make an inquiry, and there is an 
end of the matter. 


CONDITIONS OF RELEASE. 
Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Laneashire, Leigh): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for War 
if he can give any recent information as 


to the number of white persons in the) 


various concentration camps in South 
Africa and the rate of mortality among 
them ; also as to any regulations which 
may now have been adopted for releas- 
ing from confinement in the camps 
those women and children who may 
have friends in Cape Colony willing to 


reeeive them. 
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Questions. 41? 
| *Mr. BRODRICK: No recent infor- 
| mation has yet been forwarded from 
South Africa. Lord Kitchener states 


that women, children, aged folk, and 
reliable men who have proper means 
of support outside will be allowed to 


‘leave. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : Thanks to Lloyd-George. 


IRENE CAMP. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): [ beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
| he can state the number of men, women, 
and children now confined in the concen- 
tration camps at Irene, near Pretoria : 
whether the rations are supplied by a 
contractor, and is any special tood 
supplied to children ; and, if eondensed 
milk is obtainable in Pretoria, will he 
see that the military authorities provide 
for an adequate supply to children up to 
the age of seven or eight years. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: On 30th = April 
there were 892 men, 1,242 women, and 
1.569 children. The rations are Govern- 
ment issues, but extras can be purchased 
trom a contractor. Condensed milk is 
available, and the military authorities 
are alive to the necessity of maintaining 
an adequate supply for children. 


Mr. ARCHDALE (Fermanagh, N.): 
Are not these rations as good as those 
supplied to women and children in 
Ireland, who are hoycotted by the 
United Irish League ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
PROBABLE DURATION OF THE WAR. 

Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): [ beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether His Majesty’s 
Government have received from Lord 
Kitchener any, and, if so, what indica- 
tion of his views as to the probable 
duration of the war in South Africa. or 
when it may be practicable to with- 
draw the major portion of the military 
forces at present there. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: [ am in constant 
communication with Lord Kitchener. 
but any views which a Commander-in 
Chief may express while we are in a 
state of war cannot properly be published 
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WILMANSRUST ENGAGEMENTS. REPORTS OF ARMY DEPARTMENTAL 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask ie ee 
the Secretary of State for War whether _ Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, 
he can state what ammunition, if any, E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
the Boers succeeded in taking on the 12th | for War whether the Reports of the Com- 
June in the engagement near Wilmans- | mittees on Military Education, Re- 
rust with the Victorian Mounted Rifles, mounts, and the Army Medical Staff 
when two pom-poms were captured, and | appointed by him will be published. 
two officers and sixteen men killed, and | 
four officers and thirty-eight men / Mk. BRODRICK: These are Depart- 
wounded. : mental Committees, and I[ cannot at 
‘present make any promises with regard 
Mr. BRODRICK: I have no informa- to their Reports. 


tion. 
‘ r wy Y vr: NN O . i J y 4 “4 4 N Ss 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will you | ™™5 OF SO0hnep section 
ask Lord Kitchener ? ° . 
Mr. BUTCHER (York): I beg to ask 
[No answer was returned.] the Secretary of State for War whether 


he is aware that in the spring of last year 
Te Pe ee Brae: the mounted infantry section of the Inns 
COST OL sia a IN SOUTH of Court Rifle Volunteers (generally 
j nt known as the Devil’s Own) was, at the 
Mr. O'MARA (Kilkenny, S.): [ beg request and with the sanction of the 
to ask the Secretary of State for War if Government, increased to a company, 
he will state what is the average cost of and is at present over 150 strong and is 
fodder per horse per week in South fully equipped and efficient ; whether 
Africa. the putting into force of the recent 
Royal Warrant, which provides that all 
Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to Volunteer companies of mounted 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, infantry shall be disbanded or merged 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): It is im- into squadrons of the Imperial Yeomanry 
possible to state the average cost of horse on the 31st October next, would involve 
rations per animal per week in South an immediate disbandment of this com- 
Africa without elaborate calculations as pany and a severance of its connection 
to the cost of transport. with the Inns of Court Volunteer Corps, 
leaving it open to individual members to 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): enlist or not to enlist in the Imperial 
How much does it cost to keepa mule? Yeomanry ; and, seeing that this com- 
pany is recruited from a class who, from 
ARMY REMOUNTS commirrer, the nature of their engagements, are 
unable to join the Imperial Yeomanry, 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to whether, in order to prevent the risk of 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War losing their services, the Government 
Office whether it is the intention of the will take steps to ensure the continuance 
Committee, which is sitting at the present of this and similar mounted companies 
time in reference to the procuring of in their present form. 
suitable horses forremounts for the Army, 
to ask the opinion of horse-breeders in’ Mr. BRODRICK: The number of 
Ireland ; and, if so, will he state what different forces in Great Britain is 
steps he intends to take to procure the already large, and it was held very 
attendance of such horse-rearers. desirable that the various units of 
auxiliary mounted troops should be 
Lorp STANLEY: It is proposed to maintained and drilled on the same foot- 
call witnesses with regard to horse- ing. I think it would be highly desirable 
breeding in the United Kingdom. It that this company should be incorporated 
has not as yet been settled whom to call with others in a regiment of Imperial 
or when to call them. Yeomanry. 


Q2 
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VOLUNTEER SUBALTERNS—ARMY 

ORDER ON MUSKETRY PRACTICE. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, 
N.): On behalf of the hon. Member for 
West Carmarthen. J beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether, 
seeing that a recent Army Order requires 
all subalterns of Volunteers to pass an 
examination in musketry before pro- 
motion to rank of captain, and that at 
the present time there is only one three 
weeks course held for such officers 
during the spring of each year, additional 
classes of three weeks duration will be 
held in September and October at the 
Hythe School of Musketry for officers 
wh desire to obtain the rank of captain. 


Questions. 


Lorp STANLEY: Volunteer 
officer can pass 
musketry for promotion if he attends 
to the instruction which he will receive 
from the adjutant, the instructor of 
musketry, and the non-commissioned 
officers of the permanent staff, and it is 
not therefore essential that a Volunteer 
officer should go to Hythe in order to 
pass this examination. The formation 
of two courses annually at the School of 
Musketry for Yeomanry and Volunteer 
officers, instead of one, will be taken into 
consideration when the opportunity 
arises. 


Any 


TRANSPORT—WAGE REGULATIONS ON 
CHARTERED STEAMERS. 

Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
Green): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War, in view of the fact that the 
vessels of the Moss Line of steamships 
of Liverpool are employed in carrying 


His Majesty's troops and stores between ‘ 


Liverpool, Gibraltar, Malta, and Egypt, 
can he state what steps he has taken, if 
any, to see that the fair wages resolution 
of the House of Commons of 1891 will 
be carried out so far as the firemen em- 
ployed on the Moss Line are concerned, 
having regard to the fact that this com- 
pany do not pay the current rate of 
wages of the Liverpool district. 


THe SECRETARY To THE 
RALTY (Mr. ARNo.p-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): The owners of all ships carrying 
troops or stores under the Regulations 
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“the wages paid shall be those 
generally accepted as current in each 
trade for competent workmen, or in the 
case of seamen, those current at the port 
and date of entry.” No complaint as to 

underpayment has been received from 

, the crew of any vessel of the Moss Line 
under engagement with the Admiralty, 
but due attention would be given to any 
such representation. By Clause 115 of 
the Merchant Shipping Act agreements 
for wages are signed by each seaman in 
the presence of a Board of Trade superin- 
tendent, who ascertains that each man 
understands it before he signs it. 


H.M.S. “ REPULSE”—CHAIN BREAKING 
FATALITY IN LOUGH SWILLY. 
Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether he can say in what manner 
the chain of a boat of H.M.S. “ Repulse,” 
the breaking of an officially-stamped 
link of which resulted in the death of a 
seaman in Lough Swilly or 13th May, 
was tested at Chatham ; and what steps 
| have been taken to give effect to the 
recommendation of the coroner’s jury 
that better supervision should be exer- 
cised at Chatham in issuing fittings. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Inquiry 
has been made with regard to the chain 
referred to in the question, and it appears 

| that it was submitted to, and successfully 
withstood, a proof strain of 42 tons, 
which is the test prescribed by Act of 
Parliament. In view, however, of the 
character of the fracture in this case, 
special inquiry is being made into the 
circumstances under which the chain 
was passed into the Service. The atten- 
tion of the dockyards has been called to 
this particular case and to the necessity 
for exercising the greatest care in the 
making and testing of such chains. 


ROMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS IN THE 
vVAVY. 


Mr. DELANY (Queen’s Co., Ossory) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 


{ralty whether his attention has been 


ADML- | 


drawn to a resolution passed unani- 
mously at a meeting of the Irish Hier- 
archy, held in Maynooth College on the 


for His Majesty’s Transport Service, are | 26th instant, in which they complain 
bound by Article 1, which provides that ! that 


notwithstanding the repeated 
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promises of the Government to make 
adequate provision for the spiritual needs 
of Roman Catholic sailors in the Royal 
Navy, no such provision has yet been 
made, and further state that they deem 
it their duty to advise Roman Catholic 
parents not to allow their children to 
join the Navy until such suitable arrange- 
ments shall have been made; and 
whether the Admiralty will reconsider 
the question of appointing more Roman 
Catholic chaplains to the Navy as unani- 
mously demanded by the Irish Catholic 
bishops. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper on the same subject— 


Mr. DALY: To ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he is aware that 
ut the annual meeting of the Roman 
Catholic bishops at Maynooth a resolu- 
tion was passed condemning the Govern- 
ment for their neglect in not taking 
steps to give Roman Catholic sailors in 
the Navy the opportunity of having 
their spiritual wants attended to by 
having Roman Catholie chaplains on 
board the ships ; and whether, in view 
of the promises made, he will take steps 
to have Roman. Catholic chaplains 
attached to ships which carry Roman 
Catholic sailors. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: My atten- | 


tion has not been called to the resolution 
passed by the Roman Catholic bishops 
forbidding boys to enter the Royal Navy. 
The views of the Admiralty with regard 
to the appointment of Roman Catholic 
chaplains to His Majesty’s ships were 
fully stated by me in the discussion upon 
the introduction of the Navy Estimates, 


and also in answer to a question by the! 


Al 


hon. Member for East Donegal on the 
26th February last.+ { have nothing 
to add to what I then stated. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Arising 
out of that answer, may I ask whether 
the Admiralty will take steps to ascertain 
what are the precise views of the Irish 
hishops on this matter ? 


_Mr. ARNOLD - FORSTER : 
views, I take it, are set forth in the ques- 





_ +See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xci., pages 
be 996, and 1152; also Vol, Ixxxix., page 
89. 
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tion. If the hon. Member wishes to 
draw attention to the specific resolution, 
[ shall be happy to examine any document 
forwarded to me. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: But 
why cannot the Admiralty take steps to 
ascertain precisely what is required by 
the bishops ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is repeating the question. 
In thus persisting he is acting contrary 
to the rules of the House. 


BRITISH AND FOREIGN NAVAL 
STRENGTH IN THE MEDITERRANEAN. 

Mr. REGINALD LUCAS (Ports- 
mouth): I wish to ask whether the 
right hon. Gentleman can hold out any 
hope of finding an opportunity to discuss 
the motion which stands in my name 
calling attention to the relative strength 
of British and foreign naval fleets now 
in the Mediterranean. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I conceive that a certain part of the 
motion, but only a part, can be covered 
by the debate on the Shipbuilding Vote 
on Friday next. As to the other part of 
the motion, if the House finishes, as I 
have no reason to doubt it will, the 
Finance Bill in the course of to-morrow, 
I shall put down the First Lord of the 
Admiralty’s Vote for Wednesday, on 
which the whole question may be con- 
sidered. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
| Which part of the motion could be de- 
| bated on the Shipbuilding Vote ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is only an 
| obiter dictum of mine; the matter must 
‘rest with the Chairman of Committees 
'and not with me; but looking at the 
terms of the motion, the hon. Gentleman 
will see that the general shipbuilding 
programme cannot be dissociated from 
| the position of the Mediterranean Fleet. 





SHIPBUILDING VOTE. 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
| shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
| can now state on what date it is proposed 
'to further discuss Admiralty Votes, and 








19 Questions. 


especially the Shipbuilding Vote. May | 
Ifassume that the arrangement to take | 
the Navy Votes on Friday still holds 
good ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


INDIA—COTTON CULTIVATION. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for India whether his 
attention has been drawn to the ques- 
tions recently raised in the Bombay 
Legislative Council with reference to 
the staple of Indian cotton and the bad 
condition in which it is brought to 
market ; whether he is aware that atten- 
tion has been drawn to the same matter 
in the recent inquiries relating to famine 
and land revenue collections in Guzerat ; 
and, seeing that a large proportion of 
the people in that province, who have 
suffered from the drought, are dependent 
upon the cultivation of cotton and its 
preparation for sale, whether he will 
consider the desirability of instituting 
inquiries on the spot by experienced 
men with the view of ascertaining the 
causes of the deterioration in this product, 
and what steps should be taken to 
improve the condition of this agricul- 
tural industry. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I am aware that of late years 
the question of encouraging the culti- 
vation of long-stapled varieties of cotton 
in India in place of short-stapled varieties 
and of otherwise improving the quality 
of Indian cotton has attracted attention 
in India. Both in Bombay and in 
Upper India experiments are being 
conducted by the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, and efforts are being made 
to induce the ryot to grow improved 
varieties. Also, I have recently asked 
the Government of India to inform me 
whether any further measures can be 
taken to improve the quality of Indian 
cotton, but at present I do not consider | 
that any special inquiry is needed, over 
and above what has been done by Govern- 
ment. 


SOMALILAND—CAMPAIGN AGAINST 
THE MAD MULLAH. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg | 


to ask the Secretary of State for War 
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whether he has received any recent 
information as to the British expedition 


/against the Mad Mullah, and can he 


|state what is the number of the 
British troops engaged in the cam- 
paign; whether any officers, troops, 


or camp followers from India are 


| taking part in the inland marches of the 


expedition, and what is the distance from 
the base of the operation on the coast 
to the Mullah’s stronghold: whether 
the expedition is under the direction of 
the Foreign Office or of the Colonial 
Office ; and whether the political agent 
of the Government of India at Aden 
or Berbera has taken part in the arrange- 
ments of the expedition. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): In- 
formation was received on the 22nd 
June and communicated to the daily 
papers of the 25th June, to the effect 
that the Mullah had been defeated and 
was in flight. The British force had 
returned to Bohotele to await instruc- 
tions. There are no British troops 
engaged in the campaign; the force 
consists of a native levy of 1,500 Somalis 
under British officers, with 50 Indian 
Punjabis as instructors, under Major 
Beynon. There are also a number of 
tribal spearmen. With the exception 
of these Punjabis there are no Indian 
troops or followers with the expedition. 
The distance from the base at Berbera 
to Samasa where the Mullah was defeated 
is approximately 190 miles. The expe- 
dition is under the Foreign Office. The 
Somaliland Protectorate is now  ad- 
ministered by the Foreign Office through 
Colonel Sadler, His Majesty’s Consul 
General at Berbera. Papers relating to 
the expedition are about to be laid. 


CHINA—FIRST CHINESE REGIMENT— 
ALLEGED LOOTING. 

Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for War whether he has received any 
official reports showing that the First 
Chinese Regiment was guilty of looting 
during the recent operations in North 
China, and that a number of soldiers 
deserted with their booty ; whether this 
regiment was raised in Hong Kong; and 
whether His Majesty’s Government pro- 
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poses to continue enlisting Chinese for 
Army service. 


LorD STANLEY: Nothing is known 
of any such looting or desertions. The 
regiment was raised in Wei-hai-wei and 
has done its duty admirably. In reply 
to the third paragraph, no change is 
intended. 


WELSHMEN IN PATAGONTA. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs if he can now give the tenour 
ot the report of the chaplain of H.M.S. 
* Flora” on the condition of Welshmen 
in Patagonia, and will it be laid before 
Parliament. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: IJInforma- 
tion has reached the Foreign Office 
from more than one source as to the 
circumstances of the Welshmen in 
Patagonia, and the Foreign Office is in 
communication with the Colonial Office 
with a view to bettering their condition. 
I do not think that it would be advisable 
to lay the report mentioned on the 


Table. 


WAIMA ARBITRATION. 


Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Arbitration 
Convention dealing with the Waima case 
has been brought before and has re- 
ceived the sanction of the French Cham- 
bers, and can he say when he expects 
that the ratifieations will be exchanged. 


Viscount CRANBORNE: His 
Majesty's Ambassador at Paris reports 
that the Chamber of Deputies passed on 
the 28th (ultimo) the Bill approving the 
Convention. The Bill will now go before 
the Senate. 


INCOME TAX STATISTICS. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) : | beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he can give 
the estimated total amount of the claims 
to be allowed during the current year in 
respect of abatements to the poorer 
income taxpayers. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 


CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks 
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Bristol, W.): The amount of income tax 
to be allowed in respect of abatements 
in the current year (1901-2) is estimated 
at £6,000,000. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he can state how much was _ produced 
by an income tax of 1s. 4d. in the pound 
at the time of the Crimean War. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The rate of 
income tax was Is. 4d. in the £ in the 
years 1856 and 1857. The net produce 
of the tax was £15.726,000 in 1856, and 
£16,047,000 in 1857. 


MERCHANT SERVICE COMMITTEE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade if he can now give any details as to 
the appointment of the Committee in 
reference to the merchant serivee. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. GeraLp BaLrour, Leeds, 
Central): | am not ina position to add 
to what I have already said on the 
subject. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman say whether the 
matter will be gone into this session or 
not ! 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I[ am 
afraid | cannot make any statement at 
present. 


BOARD OF TRADE JOURNAL. 

Sim JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
if he can state what numbers of the Board 
of Trade Journal are printed weekly ; 
whether a distinct account is kept of the 
cost of production and receipts from the 
sales ; whether it shows a profit or a loss, 


‘and, if so, of what average weekly 


amount ; and whether the Buyers’ Guide 
to Merchants, Manufacturers, and 
Shippers, contained in the journal, 
marks the Board of Trade’s preference 
for the firms named in it. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: It has not 


been the practice to give the details for 


which the hon. Member asks, but I 








423 Questions. 


{COM 


understand that the journal does not 
quite pay its expenses. The answer to 


the last paragraph of the question is in | 


the negative. 


CARDIFF COAL EXPORTS. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS : I beg to ask the | 
President of the Board of Trade if he is | 


now in a position to explain the discre- 


pancy in the figures relating to the) 


foreign export of coal from Cardiff for 
May 1900 and 1901, as supplied by the 
Customs to the proprietors of Browne’s 


Export List and to the Board of Trade, | 


respectively. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The 
figures showing the coal exported from 
Cardiff in May, 1901, supplied to the 
Board of Trade by the Statistical Office 
of the Customs, and quoted by me in 
reply to a previous question of the hon. 
Member, were correctly compiled in the 


usual way from the entries made by | 


exporters within three days of clearance. 


The figures supplied by the local collector | 
of Customs to the proprietors of Browne’s | 


List have hitherto been compiled from 


the ships’ manifests, but steps have now | 


been taken to secure the preparation of 


the figures for this list on the same lines | 


as are adopted in the Statistical Office. 


COCKERTON JUDGMENT — LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT AUDITOR’S ACTION. 

Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether, having 
regard to the hardship, both to pupils and 
their teachers, which would arise from 
the discontinuance of classes affected 
hy the judgment in the Cockerton case, 
he would, pending legislation upon the 
subject, be willing to entertain an appli- 
cation made to him by a school board, 
under the provisions of the Local Autho- 
rities (Expenses) Act, 1887, 
sanction of the Local Government 
Board of expenses to be incurred in 
connection with such classes, so 
such expenses could not after such 
sanction be disallowed by the district 
auditor. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WaLter 


for the) 


that | 


LOCAL | 


Lone, Bristol, 8.): As my hon. friend | 
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is aware, the Government propose to. 
introduce a Bill at once to deal with this 
matter, and I should hope that the pas- 
sing of the Bill would remove any difti- 
‘culty as regards the future. With, 
regard to expenditure of the kind re- 
ferred to which has already been incurred, 
or which it may be thought necessary 
to incur before Parliament can come to 
a decision on the Bill, I can only say that 
I will give consideration to any applica- 
tion which may be made to me under 
the Act mentioned in the question if I 
am informed of all the circumstances of 
the case. 


REGULATION OF MOTOR-CAR TRAFFIC, 
| Mr. CHAPLIN (Lincolnshire, Slea- 
|ford): I beg to ask the President of the 
| Local Government Board whether his 
| attention has been called to the rapid and 
/comparatively recent development of 
| traffic by motor-car in the United King- 
dom, both in town and country, the in- 
creased and increasing power of these 
vehicles, the speed at which many of 
them are habitually driven. and the 
| serious accidents which have recently 
occurred ; whether he is aware that the 
provisions for the safety of the public, by 
regulations or by Act of Parliament, 
against danger from such traffie were 
devised while the system was still in its 

infancy. and may probably be insufficient 
at the present time; whether, under 
these circumstances, the Government 
will reconsider them with a view to their 
amendment ; and, in particular, whether 
he will consider the advisability of re- 
quiring some test or certificate of effi- 
ciency from persons desiring to drive 
motor-cars before they are permitted to 
do so. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: { am 
of the development of traftic by motor- 
(ear and of the existing regulations on 
the subject to which my right hon. 
I am_ receiving various 


friend refers. 


suggestions for the alteration of these: 


regulations, both from local authorities 
on the one hand and from those interested 
in the use of these vehicles on the other. 
I am carefully considering all the repre- 
sentations made to me on the subject, 
but Lam not prepared at present to make 
any announcement. I may, however. 


aware 


say that so far as I can learn the danger 
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does not arise from the motor-cars being 
driven by incompetent persons. On the 
contrary the drivers appear to be usually 
skilful, but, [ regret to say, the pace 
often considerably exceeds that allowed 
by the law. 


AGRICULTURAL AND PRODUCE 
RETURNS. 
Mr. HEYWOOD 


(Sussex, Horsham) : 


JOHNSTONE 


President of the Board of Agriculture | 


whether there is any obligation to fill in 
the forms of Agricultural and Produce 
Returns for which £3,700 is asked under 
Sub-head D of the Vote for the Board of 
Agriculture, or any means of checking 
their correctness when filled in ; whether 
he will state how many forms are sent out 
and how many are returned filled up, 
and what steps are taken to trace those 
which are not returned or to correct the 
statisties founded on those Returns by 
the allowance of any and what percentage 
of error or otherwise, and whether he 
will consider the desirability either of 
insuring accuracy in these Returns or of 
ceasing to spend money on their collec- 
tion and supervision. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hanpury, 
Preston): The Agricultural and the 
Produce Returns stand on a different 
footing. The Agricultural are obtained 
irom the occupiers, while the Produce 
Returns are supplied by selected  esti- 
maters, representative men in each 
district paid out of the Vote for the 
Board of Agriculture. There is no legal 
obligation to fill in the Agricultural Re- 
turns, but I am glad to say that 97 per 
cent. are filled in, and any apparent 
inaccuracy or omission is challenged 
by the officers of the Inland Revenue. 
Of 516,066 occupiers, 500,650 made 
Returns in i900. In the small percent- 
age of cases where a Return is not made 
the Inland Revenue officers make the 
hest estimate they can, based on local 
knowledge and inquiry. The fact that 


the Returns are annually rendered is 
itself a check upon inaccuracy and omis- 
sions. and though perfect accuracy can- 
not be expected when the number of 
Returns is so large, it is much greater, 
it is believed, than is obtained in any 
other country. 
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WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT— 
EXTENSION TO AGRICULTURAL 
LABOUR. 

Mr. GOULDING (Wiltshire, Devizes) : 
I beg toask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether, in view of the fact 
that the Workmen’s Compensation Evx- 
tension Act comes into operation on Ist 
July, and of its importance not only to 
the employers of agricultural labour. 


| but to the small employers of gardeners 


I beg to ask the /and casual labourers, he will state what 


steps have been or are to be taken to give 
publicity to its provisions for the benefit 
of those concerned. 


Mr. HANBURY: A special leaflet was 
widely circulated last autumn to Agricul- 
tural Societies, Chambers of Agriculture. 
and Farmers’ Clubs. and agricultural 
and other newspapers. and in addition 
a copy was sent by the Inland Revenue 
officers to each occupier of twenty acres 
and upwards. <A further notice was sent 
early last month for insertion in local’ 
newspapers, and this has led to a con- 
siderable demand for additional copies ot 
the leaflet. 


WATER IN BUTTER--DEPARTMENTAL 


COMMITTEE. 

Mr. OSSHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture if he can state 
whether the Departmental Committee 
to inquire into the standard of water 
legally allowable in butter is yet ap- 
pointed; if so, who are the parties 
appointed to serve on it, what are their 
qualifications, and where will the inquiry 
be held. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Committee will 
consist of : Right Hon. Horace Plunkett. 
Chairman ; Professor Thorpe, Principal 
Chemist of the Government Laboratories: 
Sir Charles Cameron, Medical Officer of 
Health and Public Analyst of Dublin : 
Professor Thomson, President of the 
Institute of Chemistry ; Major Craigie. 
an Assistant Secretary of the Board of 
Agriculture; Mr. George Gibbons, an 
agriculturist well known in the west of 
England ; Mr. Kearley, M.P. ; Mr. Chris- 
topher Dunn, Chairman of the Cork 
Butter Market Trustees ; Mr. Anderson. 
Secretary of the Irish Agricultural 
Organisation Society; and [ hope to. 
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obtain the services of Mr. John Gilchrist, 
a well-known Seotch butter-maker. It 
will, of course, be for the Committee 
itself to decide where their meetings 


shall be held. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : Will not the 
rght hon. Gentleman in the public 
interest add to the Committee someone 


directly connected with the Irish butter 


iidustry who will represent the views ot 
the trade ! 


Mr. HANBURY: There are already 
four representatives of Ireland on the 
Committee. I trust the representation of 
lrish interests entirely to the Chairman. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY: Yes; but 
we want a representative of the Irish 
butter trade. 


WESTLETON (SUFFOLK) 
ARRANGEMENTS. 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): 1 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can explain why the arrange- 
ments for a second delivery and collection 
of letters at Westleton, Suffolk, promised 
on the 21st of March of the present year in 
reply to a memorial forwarded on the 
21st of October last, have not yet been 
carried into effect. 


POSTAL 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) : An unforeseen 
difticulty arosein carrying out the revision 
of the postal services at Westleton which 
Was sanctioned in the month of March. 
It has been arranged, however, for the 
new service to be commenced to-day. 


WOLVERHAMPTON POSTAL STAFF. 

Mr. NORMAN : | beg to ask the Secre- 
‘tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
-Postmaster General, whether he can state 
when it is intended to issue the new re- 
‘vision at the Wolverhampton post office, 
‘which has now been under consideration 
‘for more than two years ; and whether he 
will make the scheme retrospective, in 
‘view of the fact that some of the officers 
awaiting this revision have been at their 
maximum rate of pay for more than nine 
years. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
proposals for a revision of the indoor 
staff at Wolverhampton were received 
at headquarters early this year. They 
have involved many inquiries, which are 
now completed, and the Postmaster 
General hopes shortly to come to a de- 
cision upon them. 


MAGHERAMESK LOCAL INQUIRY, 


Mr. MACARTNEY: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether — any 
report has yet been made by the Local 
Government Board inspector upon the 
representations made to the Lisburn 
District Council from the electoral 
divisions of Magheramesk. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
local inquiry in this case was only held 
on the 12th instant, and the inspectors’ 
report of the inquiry has not yet been 
received. 


CRUMLIN AND CARGIN LABOURERS 
COTTAGES. 

Mr. MACARTNEY : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
ot Ireland whether he will say what 
has been the result of the Local Govern- 
ment Board inquiry held on 7th January, 
1901, in the case of representations made 
from Crumlin and Cargin, in April 
and June, 1900, to the Rural District 
Council of Antrim. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Local Govern- 
ment Board inspector has recommended 
the erection of three cottages in the 
Crumlin electoral division and of seven 
cottages in the division of Cargin. 


CHARGEABILITY OF LUNATIC PAUPERS 
—CASE OF MARIA SMYTH. 

Mr. O'DOWD (Sligo, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware of the fact 
that Maria Smyth, a native of Neweastle- 
on-T'yne, became insane on her visit to 
that town in 1900, and has since then 
been confined in the district lunatic 
asylum, Sligo, at the expense of the 
ratepayers of Sligo and Leitrim ; and 
whether steps will be immediately taken 
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to have her 
Tyne, to which she is chargeable. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The facts are not 
quite accurately stated. This woman 
is reported to have been born at New- 
castle-on-Tyne, but her parents were 
natives of Sligo, and the family returned 
to Sligo twenty years ago. She was 
legally committed to the Sligo Asylum 
and there is no power to remove her 
therefrom. 


Mr. O’DOWD: 
Gentleman 


Questions. 


Will the right hon. 
reconsider this case ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: 
for my reconsideration. 
law as it stands. 


It is not a question 
It is one of the 


MOHOBER NATIONAL 
TEACHER. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he will inquire into the case of the prin- 
cipal teacher of Mohober national school, 
Roll No. 7,048, District No. 43, whose 
silary has not been fixed in accordance 
with the principles laid down in the new 
rules of the National Education Board ; 
whether steps will be taken to allay the 
discontent that prevails over the country 
with regard to the fixing of salaries ; and 
whether a Committee will be appointed 
to inquire fully into the rules made by 
the various teachers injuriously affected 
by the new rules. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Notification has 
been given to the managers of national 
schools that the cases falling under 
Rule 43 of the new rules have not as 
vet been dealt with by the Commissioners. 
This rule provides that cases where, in 
the judgment of the Commissioners, 
any of the rules would operate inequit- 


SCHOOL 


-ably will be specially considered. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say when the 
Commissioners are likely to take action ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; but it 
as evidently a question to be dealt with 
as speedily as possible. 
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removed to Neweastle-on- | 
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Ireland whether Michael M‘Guinness, 
at present an inmate of Sligo Lunatic 
Asylum, is properly chargeable to that 
institution, seeing that he spent the 
greater portion of his lifetime in Scotland; 
| whether he is aware that M'Guinness’s 
committal to that institution was ordered 
by the sheriff of Lanarkshire on an 
affidavit sworn by an illiterate person, 
whose mark or that of a witness is not 
attached, and whether inquiries will 
be instituted with the view of having 
M’Guinness removed to the Govan 


-Lunatie Asylum. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first inquiry is in the affirmative. 


M‘Guinness, who is a native of Sligo, 
was absent in Scotland for only sixteen 
months. The answer to the second 
paragraph is also in the affirmative, 
except that the deposition of the depo- 
nent, who was M‘Guinness’s sister, was 
witnessed by the sheriff's substitute. 
The committal to Sligo was legal. 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that pur- 
chasers under the Ashbourne Act, and 
having sold their farms in divisions prior 
to 1896, the new purchasers have to pay 
on one recoverable order to the Irish 
Land Commission, instead of each pur- 
chaser having a recoverable order show- 
ing the amount of the instalment due 
to the Irish Land Commission, and 
whether he will direct that each pur- 
chaser shall receive from the Irish Land 
Commission a recoverable order, no 
matter whether the purchase took place 
hefore the passage of the Land Act of 
1896 or not. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The third sub- 
section of Section 38 of the Act of 1896, 
whereby the Land Commission are 
enabled to apportion annuities, is not 
applicable to the case of sub-division 
with consent given prior to the passing 
of the Act of 1896. The Land Commis- 
sion cannot, therefore, issue separate 


‘receivable orders in such cases where no 


| apportionment has been made. 


CASE OF MICHAEL M‘GUINNESS. 


I beg to ask the Chief 


Mr. O'DOWD : 
Secretary to the 


Mr. DALY: Cannot the right hon. 


Lord Lieutenant of | Gentleman see his way to amend the 
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law in this way? There would be no 
opposit'on to it, I believe. It would be 
au great i:dvantage to the tenants of 
[reland who purchased prior to 1886. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I will consider the 
point, but, of course, | am unable to give 
any pledge to introduce legislation. 


POTATO SPRAYING IN IRELAND. 


Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state if the Board 
of Agriculture are taking any steps to see 
that the farmers of Ireland are getting 
pure — sulphate of copper ‘or potato 
spraying 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department, 
hy means of a leaflet which is being 
largely circulated, advises farmers to 
purchase pure sulphate of copper, and to 
demand a guarantee of purity from the 
vendor. The Department, as pointed 
out In the leaflet, has arranged to have 
simples of the sulphate of copper ana- 
lysed on payment of a fee of 3d. each 
sample. 


Mr. DALY: Could not the Depart- 


ment analyse these samples without any | 


charge, and thus encourage the farmers 
in a matter which is of such great import- 
unce to the country ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I cannot entertain 
that proposition. 


Mr. DALY: On what ought the 
money of the Department to be spent if 
not on—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY COM- 
MISSION REPORT. 


Mr. ARCHDALE: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he can state when 
the Report of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary Commission will be laid before the 
House. 


*Vrk. WYNDHAM: No date can, at 
present, be fixed for the presentation 
of the Report. 


{COMMONS} 
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ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY 
RETURN. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is now in a 
position to grant the Return relating to 
the Royal Irish Constabulary, which 
stands on the Notice Paper this day.+ 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Return will 
be granted, but the hon. Member must 
bear in mind that its preparation will 
occupy several weeks. 


PREVENTION OF STEAM TRAWLING 
OFF IRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
give the number of Government vessels 
engaged for the prevention of steam 
trawling on the Irish coast and their 
respective stations, and say whether they 
are propelled by steam, what is their 
maximum speed, and what is the maxi- 
mum speed of the steam trawlers they 
have to capture when found trawling on 
the Irish coast. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There 
such vessels, one with a speed of 14 and 
the other of 10 knots. They have no 
fixed stations. The maximum speed of 
steam trawlers is about 94 knots, | 
understand. 


ure two 


CO-OPERATIVE RAILWAYS FOR RURAL 
DISTRICTS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin. St. Patrick): ! 

beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 





+ The following is the return referred to: 
“Royal Irish Constabulary.—Return showing 
the names, ages, religion, rank, and length of 
service of members of the Royal Irish Constabu- 
lary who were injured while on duty during 
the past twenty years; the name of thecounty 
to which each member was regularly attached. 
and the name of the county in which the 
injury was inflicted; the amount of compensa- 
tion claimed and awarded in each case, and the 
name of the public authority, court of law, or 
otherwise, which made the award; the source 
from which the payment wes made; the 
hature and extent of the injuries, and how 
caused ; the duties, whether ordinary or special 
and their nature, upon which such members 


i were engaged when injured; the names of 


members retired as result of injuries. and the 
amount of pension, if any, in each case; the 
names and similar particulars of unsuccessful 
claimants, and the amounts claimed.” 
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Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that a scheme of co-operative 
railways for rural districts known as the 
National Society for Neighbourly Roads 
of Iron has been suecessfully operated in 
Belgium ; and, in view of the fact that 
over 1,000 miles of rural lines so con- 
structed areat workand paying dividends, 
whether the Government will consult 
with the Irish Department of Agricul- 
ture. and consider the advisability of 
introducing a similar system in Ireland. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Department 
is aware that the Belgian system of con- 
structing and administering local light 
riilways has been working successfully. 
The subject will be examined into. but 
the suggestion in the question would 
probably involve legislation. 


BELTURBET BARRACKS—RIGHT-OF- 
WAY DISPUTE. 

Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the inhabitants of Belturbet 
have always enjoyed a right-of-way along 
the river Erne at rear of the military 
barracks in Belturbet: and can he 
state for what reasons and under what 
authority the commanding officer of 
the 140th Battery Royal Field Artillery 
has recently put a guard on the pathway 
and refused to allow the public to use it. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The commanding 

officer at Belturbet disputes, I under- 
stand, the existence of this right-of-way, 
und negotiations are contemplated by 
the urban district council with a view 
to arriving at a satisfactory settlement. 


IRISH EJECTMENT RETURNS. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): 1 
heg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware that civil bill officers in Ireland 
are annually required to return for pre- 
sentation to Parliament a list of cases in 
which ejectments have been served by 
them, cases in which replevins have been 
served, and cases in which other civil 
hills have been served ; and, seeing that 
on certain estates in Ireland ejectments 
for non-payment of rent are served not 
by} the civil bill officers but by estate 
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bailiffs, so that the Parliamentary 
teturn is defective as to the number of 
cases in which ejectments have been 
served and not entered for hearing, will 
he take steps, by legislation if necessary. 
to have all ejectments in future served 
by the civil bill officers of the various 
districts. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative; to 
the second in the negative. 


CLONAKILTY COTTAGE SCHEME. 

Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.): T beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that an inquiry into a new 
scheme of cottages for the Clonakilty 
rural district was held on the 28th of 
August last; whether the Provisional 
Order has yet been issued ; and, if not. 
whether the district council or the Local 
Government Board is responsible for 
the delay ; and will steps be taken to 
have the work commenced at as early a 
date-as possible. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Provisional 
Order has been prepared and a copy sent 
to the District Council for perusal. 


R.ILC.—CASK OF EX-SERGEANT 
SHERIDAN. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state the name of the district inspector 
of the Royal Irish Constabulary on whose 
report Sergeant Sheridan and Constable 
Mahony were recently discharged trom 
the force by the Lord Lieutenant. and 
what was the nature of the report, 
and if he is prepared to lay a copy of it 
upon the Table of the House. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
stated.in reply to a question addressed 
to me by the hon. Member for East Mayo. 
that these men were discharged from 
the force by his Excellency, not on the 
report of any official, but because the 
respective uccounts of the transaction 
given by them in their evidence against 
Ryan were so conflicting and unsatis- 
factory that they could not with public 
advantage be retained in the force. The 
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reports forwarded by the official superiors 
of the men were confidential documents 
and cannot be produced. 


Mr. NANNETTI: Is the right hon. 

Gentleman aware that his predecessor 
said that in cases of dismissal an inquiry 
should be granted if asked for / 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir: [ think 
the hon. Member has been misinformed. 
When the Lord Lieutenant discharges a 
member of the force in the exercise 
of his power no inquiry is held. 

Mr. NANNETTI: TI shall raise the 
question on the right hon. Gentleman’s 
salary. 

Mr. TULLY: 
Gentleman a list of the 
obtained by these officers ! 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: Is Ryan 


still in the service of the Government ? 


Questions. 


Has the right hon. 
convictions 


WORKING-MEN MAGISTRATES IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. NANNETTI: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he has received a resolution from the 
Irish Trades Congress calling for the 
appointment of working men to the 
magistracy ; and whether it is intended 
to extend the principle of appointing 
working men to the magisterial bench 
in Ireland. in view of the fact that work- 


{COMMONS! 





Questions. 


Lord Lieutenant and the Lord Chan. 
cellor. 


CASTLEREA MEDICAL OFFICERS. 

Mr. TULLY: LI beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state the grounds 
on which the Local Government Board 
have called on the medical officers of 
' Castlerea Union to discharge a new duty 
of attending to the empty cases in which 
the medicine contractors supply medi 
cines ; whether the doctors are entitled 
to additional remuneration for this new 
work, and what is the saving to the 
Treasury by relieving the contractors of 
this duty and placing it on the union 


officials. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: The regulation 


referred to applies to all medical officers 
of dispensaries. These officers are respon- 
sible for the safe custody of the drugs 
and other articles in the dispensary, 
and the caretaker, or other responsible 
person, is instructed to securely pack 
the empties for return to the contractor. 
The Board do not consider that the 
medical officer is entitled to extra re- 
muneration on this account. The pack- 
ing cases are the property of the con- 
tractor, and the saving effected by 
returning them to the latter is a saving 
to the ratepayers. There is no saving 
to the Treasury. 


ing men have been appointed in England , 


with satisfactory results. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps I should 
reply to this question. Applications 
and recommendations for the Commis- 
sion of the Peace are made in the case 
of boroughs to the Lord Lieutenant, 
and in the case of counties to lieutenants 
of counties. Both the Lord Lieutenant 
and the Lord Chancellor are always 
desirous of making suitable appoint- 
ments. 


Mr. NANNETTI: 


Is the right hon. 


Gentleman aware that working-men 
magistrates have been appointed in 


England! Will he not favourably con- 
sider a proposal to appoint some in 
Ireland ! 


It is altogether 
It rests with the 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: 


outside my province. 


TRISH LAND JUDGES’ DEPART MENT— 
APPOINTMENTS TO CLERKS HIPS. 
Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.):— | 

beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that a clerkship 
in the Land Judges’ Department has been 
filled by the appointment, without 
examination of any kind, of a Mr. Mander. 
and can he state by what authority 
this appointment has been so made: 
is he aware that Mr. Dickenson was 
appointed to the post of Assistant Ex- 
aminer of Titles in the same department. 
although he had not the qualification 

prescribed by law of having been a 

barrister or solicitor of at least’ six years 

standing. and will he say whether the 

Treasury have sanctioned, or intend to 

sanction, these two appointments. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


The case of Mr. Mander is under con- 
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437 (Questions. 


sideration. Mr. Dickenson’s qualifica- 
tions for appointment were those required 
by the 15th section of 21 and 22 Vice. 
cap. ,72—namely. he had filled an office 
in the Land Judges’ Court for a period 
of five years. 


EDUCATION— 
ARCHBISHOP 


IRISH BOARD OF 
RESIGNATION OF 
WALSH. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 1: 


beg to ask the Chief Secretary a question 
of which [ have given him private notice, 
namely, whether his attention has been 
called to the resignation of the Most Rev. 
Dr. Walsh, Archbishop of Dublin, of his 
seat on the Board of National Education 
in Ireland and to the public statement 
of his Grace as to the condition of con- 
fusion and chaos in the office of the 
Board, and whether he is prepared to 
institute such a public inquiry as is 
demanded by his Grace. 

Mr. WYNDHAM ; Yes, Sir; the Lord 
Lieutenant received this morning with 
great regret the letter in which the most 
fev. Dr. Walsh tendered the resignation 
of his seat on the Board of National 
Education. There is nothing. my noble 
friend informs me, which 
connection between the resignation and 
the statement recently communicated 
to the press by Dr. Walsh. Any further 
communication addressed by Archbishop 
Walsh to the Lord Lieutenant on any 
subject affecting matters of education will 
receive his most anxious consideration. 
No such communication has been  re- 
ceived. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The right 
hon. Gentleman no doubt received the 
newspaper cuttings | sent him to-day 
embodying the Archbishop's reasons. 
Will the right hon. Gentleman sanction 
the public inquiry ! 

Mr. WYNDHAM: What I endeavoured 
to convey to the hon. Member was 
that the Archbishop's letter only reached 
the Lord Lieutenant this morning. The 
letter deals only with the resignation. 
| have overlooked any statement made 
in the press, but I think that the Govern- 
ment might be allowed to await some 
formal communication from the Arch- 
hishop. 


suggests a 


FERMOY AND CORK RAILWAY. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I heg to ask 


the Secretary to the Treasury whether 


{1 Juty 1901} 
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he can state what steps, if any, have been: 
taken by the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company in regard 
to the construction of the railway line- 
from Fermoy to Cork, under the pro- 
visions of the Fishguard and Rosslare 
Railway Act, of 1899. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
understand that no works have yet 
been begun. I am in communication 
with the Company and the Irish Govern 
ment on thé subject, but I am not in a 
position to make any statement at 
present. 


Mr. FLYNN: May I repeat the 


question in a fortnight’s time ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I 
have promised to communicate with a 
colleague of the hon. Gentleman as 
soon as [ am in a position. No doubt 
a question will be put down. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Is it not 
a fact that the Bill was only passed on 
the strength of the promise to make this 
line? Was any definite period fixed 
for completing it ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1 
cannot carry dates in my head. I must 
have notice. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Then may 
I ask—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! The 
hon. Gentleman has stated that he must 
have notice of turther questions. 


BELFAST TELEGRAPHISTS? 
GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the female 
supervisor in the Belfast post oftice 
recently searched the persons and lockers 
of two female telegraphists because her 
sister had lost her purse ; and that the 
purse was afterwards discovered in the 
locker belonging to the supervisor’s 
sister; and whether it can be stated 
upon whose authority the search was 
condueted, and for what reasons two 
telegraphists of unblemished character 
were subjected to it. 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: A| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: They 


female telegraphist at the Belfast office; why do not Ministers give proper 
recently reported that her purse was! answers ? : 


missing from the cloak room, and the | te gid ce 

female supervisor on her own authority Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: As a 
invited some of the female telegraphists on | Matter of personal explanation—— 
.duty to turn out their pockets and show | *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
the contents of their lockers. This they | .a}] 
did voluntarily, and there was no search | 

in the sense implied in the question. 


on the next question. The hon. 
Member is not in order in persistently 
on é ; | rising to put fresh questions. If he 
lhe action of the supervisor was not! continues to persist I shall have to 
directed personally against the two! name him. . 
officers referred to in the question, as | cm 
the rest of the staff would have been; Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: [I am not 
similarly invited to turn out their) persisting. I am only explaining that 
pockets had not the purse been found. | | do not wish to disregard your ruling, 
i understand that the telegraphist, but I do think, seeing that the hon. 
whose carelessness led to the incident | Gentleman has admitted that the state- 
made ample apologies for the annoyance | ments in my question are true, I was in 
- caused to the officers concerned. | order in asking if such conduct was in 
‘accordance with the Post Office rules. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: May |, Now I have explained my intention 
ask if the Post Office rules allow any | perhaps you will allow me to put the 
lady to order people under her to turn) question, and I do so. 


ir pockets | 
evista *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! That | have told the hon. Member I do not 


. does not arise out of the question. ‘think the question is in order. 
iat _ = Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Very well, 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: With all) | iq} put it to-morrow. 
respect, Sir, may | remind you of what 
the right hon. Gentleman told me? He | bias 
said that what was stated in my question | SLIGO POST OFFICE. 
was true, namely, that this supervisor did | Mr. MKILLOP (Sligo, N.): I beg to 
order the clerks under her to empty | ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
their pockets. representing the Postmaster General. 
| whether he can say when it is proposed 
*Mr. SPEAKER: | rule that the) to commence the erection of the post 
supplementary question is not in order, | office in the town of Sligo. 
as the original question was disposedof by | cae | om P 
the answer of na right hon. eliaen. Mr. AUST EN ( HAMBERLAIN ee 
‘fresh contract for the erection of the 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: What [| new post office at Sligo was completed 
on the 12th ultimo, and it is expected 
that the work will be begun in a few 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | days, 
hon. Member must put down any) ~ 
further question. | here « annot be this | BELFAST SUBURBAN LETTER 
continual discussion of answers. DELIVERIES. 
Sin JAMES HASLETT (Belfast. \.) ; 
to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 


. ask is—— 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: But may 


I ask—— eg ; : 
sury, as representing the Postmaste1 
'*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! General, if he can arrange for a later 


delivery and collection of letters in the 
Belfast, Antrim Road. 
2oad, Lagoneil, and Bloom- 
savy when the 


Whether [ am right or wrong the hon. 
Member must accept my ruling. If the added areas ot 
hon. Member persists in this conduct Lisburn a 
I shall have to call the attention of the field ; and, if so, can he 
House to the matter. 


improvements will be made ? 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN:| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 


This question is already under con- | that I cannot give a date to the hon. 
sideration. The hon. Member shall be | Member at present, but I hope that, 
informed as soon as a decision has been | as soon as the Report stage of the Finance 
arrived at. | Bill has been obtained, I may be able to 

| fix a day convenient to the hon. Member. 


GOVERNMENT GRANTS TO IRISH | = = : 
RAILWAYS. | Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I think 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask Mr. | the right hon. Gentleman will see that 

‘the promise already given is scarcely 
'kept in spirit if the debate is put off 
| very much longer. 


Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
can state the total amount of money 
given as free grants to railway companies 
in Ireland, and whether any more money 
is available for that purpose. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I agree that 
|the debate ought not to take place in 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The amount | the dregs and lees of the session. 
granted to railway companies in Ireland | 
under the Acts of 1889 and 1893 is | COLONIAL CONTRIBUTION TO COST OF 
shown on page 3 of the Return moved IMPERIAL DEFENCE AND ADMINIS- 
for by the Hon. Member in 1899 (H. of | TRATION. 

C. 350/99) as £1,142,600. The amount Mr. JAMES O’K ELLY: I beg to ask 
granted or promised under the Act of | the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
1896 is shown on page 65 of the current His Majesty’s Government will open 
Civil Service Estimates (for railways | negotiations with the various colonial 
only, about £412,000 net). No Parlia- Governments with a view to inducing 
mentary funds remain available for any them to contribute their fair share to 
further grants of this nature. the cost of maintaining the Army, the 
; | Navy, and the diplomatic and consular 

| services, from which the colonies derive 

IRELAND. | protection and advantage. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg toask Mr.Chancellor| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Govern- 
of the Exchequer whether he can state | ment do not at present propose to take 
in what way the sum of £171,103 ster- any steps in this matter. 
ling, derived from quit rents in Ireland, | 


REDEMPTION OF QUIT RENTS IN 


has been absorbed or expended, and | RACING LOTTERIES. 
whether any, or how much, of the’ yp GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
money has been spent in Ireland. | I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 


. NIG ‘ e |sury whether the Government propose 
ate a ore aid ve: “4 fe a to take steps to prevent the advertising 
possible to earmark the money received | in the newspapers of the United King- 
for the redemption of quit rents in) qo, of racing or other competitions 
Ireland in neem 3 ryote ag show ‘carried on abroad of the description 
in which of the very sae eae est- | which were, in the recent case of Regina 
a made PY, the omen : _v. Stoddart, held to be illegal when carried 
oods it has been absorbed. In all! (i, this country. 
cases these capital receipts are not ex- ; 
pended, but invested. No part, how-| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This question 
ever, has been invested in Ireland. |should be addressed to my right hon. 
| friend the Home Secretary. 
FINANCIAL RELATIONS OF GREAT | 
BRITAIN AND IRELAND. | THE EDUCATION BILL. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to! Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury | (Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
whether he can now fix a date for the | right hon. Gentleman why the second 
discussion of the financial relations of Education Bill which was promised is 
Great Britain and Ireland. | not to be introduced this evening. I 
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443 Trish Board of Education— 


hope that between the introduction of 
the Bill and its Second Reading the 
interval will not be a short one, because 
the measure will require to be considered 


{COMMONS} Resignation of Archb’p. Walsh. 444 


| LOAN BILL. 


| Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): When 
‘does the right hon. (sentleman propose 
| to take the Loan Bill ? 


by the authorities and parties concerned. | 


» Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am sorry it | 


cannot be introduced this afternoon, but 
} hope that the Vice-President will be 


able to introduce the Bill to-morrow. and | 
that the House will be ready to take the | 


Second Reading on that day week. I 
say this in no aggressive or controversial 
spirit, but the right hon. Gentleman 
must be aware that strong pressure is 
being put on the Government not to lose 
one moment by proceeding with other 
matters, in consequence of the delay and 
inconvenience entailed. The one clause 
of the Bill the Government are prepared 
to introduce will not differ sutticiently 
from the principle of Clause 89, as em- 


bodied in the existing measure, to require } 


any very special consideration by the 
local authorities. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 
Will the Bill be introduced under the ten 
minutes rule ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the decision of the Govern- 
ment to withdraw the Education Bill 


was taken prior to his request that I | 
should defer my question on the subject | 


which stood on the Paper on Thursday 
last ; and, if so, what was the reason for 
withholding information from the House 
of Commons and communicating it the 
same afternoon to a group of members 
upstairs. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR- No, Sir; the 
decision of the Government was not 
taken prior to the letter which I sent to 


the hon. Gentleman; but I may say | 
generally that I consider that it is abso- 


lutely within my right and my duty to 
make any statement I havetomakeonthe 
occasion and in the manner which is most 
conducive to the public interest. Of 


course, I am always glad to meet the | 


convenience of the House on any question 


connected with public business, but I | 


think no one wil! contend that the course 
I adojted caused inconvenience to any- 


body, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to take 
it on Thursday. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act for the better Prevention of 
Corruption.” Prevention of Corruption 
(No. 2) Bill [Lords]. 

Also a_ Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Supreme Court of Judicature 
Acts in relation te Appeals.’” Supreme 
Court of Judicature (Appeals) Bill 
[Lords]. 


IRISH BOARD OF EDUCATION—RESIG- 
NATION OF ARCHBISHOP WALSH. 


[MoTIoN FOR ADJOURNMENT. | 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


I ask leave to move the adjournment 
of the House in order to call attention 
to a definite matter of urgent public 
importance—-namely, the resignation of 
the Most Rev. Dr. Walsh, Arch- 
bishop of Dublin, of his membership 
of the Board of National Education in 
Ireland ; and his demand for an inquiry 
into thealleged breakdown of the work 
of the Department. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
was good enough to furnish me with the 
details of what he proposed to move. 
I have come to the conclusion that this 
is not one of those definite matters under 


Standing Order 17 on which I 
ought to permit the  adjourn- 
ment to be moved. ‘The reason 
is this. The hon. Member asks for an 


inquiry into the general conduct of the 
Board of Education in Ireland, which he 


referred to in his question a_ short 
time back as being in a_ state of 
chaos and confusion. It would 


be impossible, if this motion were per- 
mitted, to prevent the debate being one 
upon the general constitution, conduct, 
and action of the Board of Education. 
The hon. Gentleman gives signsof dissent, 
|}and I amsure his intention is to confine 
the discussion, as far as possible, toa 
definite matter. If this motion were per- 


445 


mit 
for | 
refu 
inqt 
of a 
this 
mat! 
rule, 
to tl 


M 
respe 
demé 
is, af 
the 1 
atten 
to m 
in or 
matte 
name 
bisho 


he gi 


* ME 
hon. 
becau 
inquil 
gener. 
The ] 
reasol 
for hi 
of Edi 
confus 
releva: 
be opt 
quite ¢ 
conten 


Mr. 
stand 
for me 
to this 
Archbi 


*Mr. 
Mr. 


[ must 
allowed 
of rulir 
where | 
the que 
ness of 
House. 
that if 
discussi 
at all. 


*Mr. § 
mistake 





444 


hen 
pose 


take 


iled, 
n of 
tion 


t to 
ture 
‘eme 


Bill 


‘SIG- 
HH. 


rd): 
nent 
ition 
ublie 
n of 
reh- 
ship 
n in 
juiry 


york 


nber 
1 the 
Love. 
this 
der 
: a 
yurn- 
ason 
r an 
f the 
-h he 
short 
» of 
rould 
per- 
y one 
duct, 
ition. 
‘sent, 
nfine 
toa 
€ per- 





445 Militia and 
mitted, there might be a motion made 
for the adjournment of the House on the | 
refusal of any Minister to institute an | 
inquiry into the constitution or action 
of any board or public department ; and 
this seems to me to be too indefinite a 
matter altogether to come under the 
rule, and one which I ought not to submit 
to the House. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: With great 
respect, Sir, I would point out that the 
demand of the Archbishop for an inquiry 
is, after all, only a subsidiary portion of 
the matter to which I desire to direct 
attention; and I now ask permission 
to move the adjournment of the House 
in order to call attention to a definite 
matter of urgent public importance— 
namely, the resignation of the Arch- 
bishop of his position, and the reasons 
he gives for the step he has taken. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member mends matters by that, 
because it remains that it would be an 
inquiry into the constitution and action 


generally of the Board of Education. 
The hon. Member has stated that the 
reasons assigned by the Archbishop | 


for his resignation were that the Board 
of Education was in a complete state of | 
confusion and chaos. All that would be | 
relevant to the inquiry, and it would 
be opening an investigation of a kind 
quite different from that which was ever 
contemplated by Standing Order 17. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND : Do I under- 
stand you to rule that it is not competent 
for me to ask permission to call attention 
to this matter of the resignation of the 
Archbishop ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Yes. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Of course 


[ must accept your ruling, but I must be 
allowed respectfully to remind the Chair 
of rulings on points of this kind before, 
where you yourself, Sir, have held that 
the question of the urgency and definite- 
ness of the point should be left to the 
House. In this case I may point out 
that if this opportunity is not given for 
discussion there will be no opportunity 


at all. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
mistaken in saying that I have ever ruled 
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bm the definiteness was not a matter 
for my consideration. As to urgency, 
|I have said it was for the House with 
certain limitations. The reason I refuse 
this motion is on the ground of want of 
definiteness. It is not made a definite 
matter by the hon. Member confining 
it now to the resignation of the Arch- 
bishop, having stated what is the real 
subject which he proposes to discuss. 


Yeomanry. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: ThenI must 
be allowed respectfully to say that I do 
not know what a definite matter is. 





NEW BILL. 
DRUNKARDS BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read’ a 


second time upon Thursday, and to_be 
printed [Bill 241.] 


CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN). 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
| LAIN, Worcestershire, E.) asked leave to 

| bring in a Bill to amend the law with 
| respect to Customs duties in the Isle of 

Man. He explained that it was a one- 
| clause Bill to continue the existing duties 
on tea and tobacco in the island. 








Bill to amend the law with respect to 
Customs duties in the Isle of Man, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain and Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


CUSTOMS DUTIES (ISLE OF MAN) BILIa 

‘To amend the law with respect to 
Customs duties in the Isle of Man,” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday, and 
to be printed. [Bill 242.] 


MILITIA AND YEOMANRY. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) 
asked leave to bring in a Bill to amend 
the law relating to the Militia and 
Yeomanry. He said it had been found 
necessary for the proper training of the 
Yeomanry to place that force in future 
during training under the Army Act, 
in the same way as the Militia, in order 
to ensure their attendance at training, 
and also to enable the duties to be carried 
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on and the force to remain without being 
disbanded on two or three days notice. 
It was possible for any member of the 
Yeomanry by a simple notice to terminate 
his engagement, and by this Bill it was 
proposed that all members of the 
Yeomanry joining after the 1st of August 
next should be subjected to the Army 
Act. He had called a meeting of 
commanding officers to discuss the 
principle of the Bill, and it had received 
practically their unanimous assent. The 
only other provision was one to enable 
the War Office to train Artillery militia- 
men for a rather longer period than at 
present. It was arranged in connection 
with the military scheme of this year 
that a certain number of batteries of 
field artillery should be placed in the 
hands of the Militia, and it was found 
that for their proper training the present 
limit of forty-six days was insufficient, 
and it was proposed to make the limit 
eighty-four days, that limit, of course, 
being applicable only to the men who 
join the Artillery Militia. There was 
no change in the composition of the 
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force, or in any of the statutes relating 
thereto. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
to amend the law relating to the Militia 
and Yeomanry.”—(Mr. Secretary Brod- 
rick.) 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) asked whether the proposed new 
regulations applied to the Yeomanry, 
who received 5s. a day. If that was so 
he would certainly vote against the Bill 
altogether. Were those men to receive 
5s. a day while the ordinary soldiers were 
to receive ls. per day ! 


Mr. BRODRICK said the Bill did not 
touch the question of the pay of the 
Yeomanry. 


The motion being opposed, Mr. SPEAKER 


| put the Question in pursuance of Stand- 


ing Order No. 16. 


The House divided :--Ayes, 266; 
Noes, 69. (Division List No. 295.) 


AYES. 





Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 


Caldwell, James 


| Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 


| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm) 
| Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 


} 
| 


Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 


| Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 


Baird, John George Alexander | 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir William Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 


| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, SirRobert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 


Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hon.W.W.B.(Hants) 
Bell, Richard 


Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) | 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Fletcher, Sir Henry 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
| Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

| Galloway, William Johnson 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, SirAugustusF rederick 


Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 





| 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


| Davies,Sir HoratioD.(Chatham 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | 


Gore, Hn.G.R.COrmsby-Salop 
Gorst,Rt.Hon. Sir J ohn Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 





Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F.'(Middlesex) 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’s Lynn) | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James | 
Brymer, William Ernest | 
Burt, Thomas | 


Mr. Brodrick. 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles | 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | 
Dixon-Hartland.SirFredDixon | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | Gunter, Sir Robert 


Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Gretton, John 

| Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
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Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Midd’x | 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWm. | 
Harcourt, Rt.Hon. SirWilliam | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter,Rt. Hon. Sir ArthurD. 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope,JF (Sheffield, Brightside) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, J. (Kent, Faversh’m 
Howard,J.(Midd., Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James (Lancs., Bury) 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. William Edw. H. | 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leese,SirJ oseph F’.( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph | 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower,F rederick N. S. 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine ! 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee | 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lueas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


| 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) ) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8S.) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 
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| Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 


Macdona, John Cumming 
MaclIver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
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| Seton-Karr, Henry 
' Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B.( Cambs. | 


M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E.) 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


Malcolm, Ian 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


| Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


| Myers, William Henry 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Norton,Capt. Cecil William 


Palmer, Sir Chas. M. (Durham 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Rickett, J. Compton 
| Ridley, Hn.M. W. (Stalybridge) | 


Ridley,S. Forde (Bethnal Green 
Rigg, Richard 

Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton(Lincoln) 


NOES. 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 
Duffy, William J. 
Farrell, James Patrick 
F french, Peter 


| Field, William 


Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 
Hardie,J.Keir(MerthyrTydvil) 
Hayden, John Patrick 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 








Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, AbelH. (Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, FE. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. EH (Sheffield 
Wallace, Robert 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene (Clackmannan) 
Wason,John C. (Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.B.(Taunton 
Welby,SirCharles G. E.( Notts.) 
White, Luke (York, KE. R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson.J.W. (Worcestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn.E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt.Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FoR THE AyEeSs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.John P.(Galway,N.} 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
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Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal( Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 





Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Secretary Brodrick and Lord Stanley. 
MILITIA AND YEOMANRY BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 


Militia and Yeomanry,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 


time to-morrow, and _ to 


[Bill 243.] 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustu3 Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Sir Francis T.(Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Beach,Rt.Hn.W.W.B. ( Hants.) 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W (Derbyshire) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen (Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
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O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James(Roscommon,N. 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pease, Sir Jos. W. (Durham) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford 


time.” 


The 
Noes, 60. 


be printed. 





AYES. 


Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos, Hi. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt..Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie. John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas,Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 


Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 


| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


Fergusson,Rt.Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Fitzroy,Hon.EdwardAlgernon | 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


House 
(Division List No. 296.) 


Fund Bill. 452 


Redmond, William (Clare) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sullivan, Donal 

Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Wilson, Henry J. ( York,W.R.) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE 
Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND \No. 2) BILL. 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 


divided :--Ayes, 284; 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, HnA.G.H.(City of Lond. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn. J.E (Elgin& Nairn 
Gore, Hn.G.R.COrmsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Gretton, John 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton,RtHn LordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 


| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, John(KentFaversh’m 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 


| Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


Nors—Sir . 
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Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex( 
Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Kearley, Hudson F. 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon, James (Lancs., 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambert, George 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.( Hants. Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott | Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower,F rederickN.S.) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.\ Evesham) 
Long. Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol, S. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale} 
Lowther,RtHnJW(Cum.Penr. 
Lovd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas,Reginald J. (Portsm’th) 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L. B.(Cambs) 
M:Calmont,Col.J. (Antrim, E.) 
M:Kenna, Reginald 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John Wm. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. T. 

Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Bury) 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
‘Gilhooly, James 
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Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N. 


Morreil, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Morton, ArthurH. A.( Deptford 
Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) | 


Mount, William Arthur 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 


Myers. William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexand 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willas 
Palmer, SirCharlesM.( Durha 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Purvis, Robert 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Rea, Russell 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


Remnant, James Farquharson 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Staly bridg 


Ridley, S.Forde(BethnalGreen 


Rigg, Richard 


Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopfor< 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


Seely Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 


Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafforc 


Shaw-Steweart, M.H.i Renfrew) 


Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshir 


Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) | 
Smith, JamesParker( Lanarks. ) 
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O’Brien, K. (Tipperary Mid) 
)| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
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O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan. Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 


Tully, Jasper 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


FINANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. J. W. Lowruer, Cumberland) 
Penrith) in the Chair.! 


Clause 4 :— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That Clause 4 stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
had an Amendment on the Paper to leave 
out Clause 4, but he did not propose to 
move it. Instead he would move the 
following Amendment-- 


“Clause 4, line 1. to leave out the word 
‘tobacco.’ ” 


*THe CHAIRMAN : Seeing no Amend- 
ment on the Paper, I have alreacy 
put the Question that Clause 4 stand 
part of the Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
as he could not move his Amendment, he 
should oppose the clause altogether. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
remember that on several previous occa- 
sions he had called attention to the tax 
on tobacco pressing heavily on the people 
of Ireland. When he raised the question 
last year the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said that he could make no distinction in 
this matter, or on any other Budget 
proposals, between the people of Ireland 
und the people of Great Britain. He 
was not going to weary the Committee 
or tire the Chancellor of the Exchequer by 
reiterating the views which he held very 
strongly, that there ought to be a very 
great distinction drawn between the 
people of Ireland and the people of Great 
Britain in reference to all the Budget 
proposals of this year as well as last year. 
Whatever might be said in regard to 
treating the Irish people and the people of 
Great Britain upon terms of similarity in 
ordinary times, there was absolutely 
nothing to be said in favour of that 
course in the present year, for the 
fresh taxation was, of course, the 
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Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 





{COMMONS} Bill. 456: 


| TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 


Captain Donelan. 
result of the war policy of the Govern- 


ment, and for that policy the Irish people 
had no responsibility, as they had heen 


| opposed to the war from the very com- 


mencement, and ought not to be called 
on to bear fresh taxation on articles of 
ordinary consumption due to the war. 
It was unjust that foreign expensive 
cigars should be taxed so proportionally 


‘lightly, compared with the tax on the 


common tobacco so largely used by the 
Irish people. An additional tax of 6d. 
per lb. on foreign cigars and fine 
manufactured tobacco was altogether 
too little ; on the other hand, 4d. per 
lb. upon the ordinary common tobacco 
was too much. If the right hon. 
Gentleman had proposed an additional 
ls. on foreign cigars and fine manu- 
factured tobaccos, and no additional 
duty on the coarse common tobaccos, 
it would have been infinitely fairer. 
Foreign cigars could bear a much 
larger tax than that which the right 
hon. Gentleman proposed. It was a 
fruitless proceeding to argue these matters 
over and over again, but a man who could 
go into the smoking-room and smoke 
cigars costing a shilling apiece could much 
better afford to pay infinitely more for 
his cigar than the working man could 
afford to pay for his half-ounce of 
tobacco. He urged upon the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer the advisability of in- 


creasing the duty upon foreign cigars 
by 1s. or 2s. 6d., and allow this tax to 
fall upon those who could best afford to 
pay it. It was not fair to let persons 
who could afford to smoke such cigars 
pay only 6d. additional tax and at the 
same time make the working man pay 
4d. The Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
if he wished to be fair, should romodel his 
proposals, so that the tax should fall upon 
the wealthy rather than on the poor. 
He thought the tobacco tax was most 
unfair to the people of Great Britain, but 
it was especially unfair to the people of 
Ireland, inasmuch as it was to pay the 
expenses of a war against which they 
had always strongly protested. He 
trusted that the right hon. Gentleman 
would make an exception so far as Ire- 
land was concerned, and if he could not 
exempt Ireland altogether that he would. 


Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
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rearrange the tax, and put 2d. more on| *Smrz M. HICKS BEACH said he thought 
the foreign cigars, and 2d. less on the | it would be unnecessary to repeat what 
ordinary tobacco. /he had said upon all these questions. 
on erations pare Bed xia ‘ | He might point out that when he lowered 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that if the | tne duty ee tobacco he did not lower 
working man had to pay 4d. upon the | the duty on cigars, and when he again 
common tobacco, 6d. was a prepos-| raised the duty on tobacco he raised it 
terously inadequate sum to charge upon | a}so on cigars. The hon. Gentleman did 
the finer qualities. Tobacco was now) jot appear to think that the duty on 


semi - rgesrsondg of hay * re man, | cigars had been raised sufficiently. The 
“y “I pie often rather * i * woe h | question really was not the tax on cigars, 
meal than without a smoke. The Irish | py upon foreign cigars. The hon. Mem- 


people protested against the continued | her was mistaken in supposing that all 
imposition of these duties. In 1900) 


P . | foreign cigars would bear a higher tax. 
they were imposed as temporary addi- | Of course there were some which would 
tional duties ; now it was proposed in | bear a higher duty, but there were others, 
this Bill that they were to continue /such as Manilla cigars, which would not, 
indefinitely. notwithstanding the promise | and the only people who would gain by 
of the right hon. Gentleman. such a tax would be the tobacco manu- 


*Tur CHANCELLOR or tue EX.|/@cturers. He promised, however, to 


CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicxs Beacu look into the question of the tobacco 
Bristol W.): For sis sind ~~? | duties again, and if he saw it was pos- 


sible to increase the tax upon foreign 
Mr. FLYNN said that when these | cigars he would do so. 

duties were kept on for some years it 
became axiomatic for the Chancellor of| Str WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
the Exchequer to continue them. The} mouthshire, W.): Iam not surprised that 
right hon. Gentleman, in reply to the| hon. Members from Ireland are on all 
argument of the Irish Members, had laid | occasions opposed to increased expendi- 
down the proposition that he could not | ture, which tends to increased taxation, 
differentiate between the customs of Great | quite apart from the expenditure for the 
Britain and Ireland, but a quarter of an | war, which I leave out of consideration for 
hour since the Financial Secretary had | the moment. I have always admitted that 
obtained the First Reading for a Bill Ireland, as a poor country, is subjected 
creating a difference between Great | in a greater degree to indirect taxation 
Britain and the Isle of Man, and what than England. It is the principle of all 
could be done for the Isle of Man could be | indirect taxation that it falls with greater 
done for the larger and more important | severity upon the poor than upon the 
island of Ireland. The complaint of Ire-| richer classes of the community, and as 
land, with regard to the whole financial there are more wealthy and rich classes 
question, was that the indirect taxa-) in this country direct taxation falls upon 
tion was in too heavy a proportion to|them more and indirect taxation less. 
the direct taxation—it was now 75 or | In Ireland the exact reverse is the case, 
76 per cent. of the entire revenue—and | andit is only natural that the representa- 
that by this Finance Bill it was desired | tives of Ireland should be against indirect 
to perpetuate that state of things. This | taxation, which is increasing in severity. 
heavy taxation was laid on those articles | I have never been able to agree in making 
in Ireland most used by the poor, and the | any distinction between England and 
injustice of this taxation was that it fell | Ireland in that respect, because we must 
upon the poorer classes of the com- | assume that there is a large proportion 
munity. In his opinion the right hon. | of poor people in England who suffer in 
Gentleman could either have altered the the same way, only Ireland has propor- 
tax or could have exempted Ireland | tionately a larger community of poor 
from its operation. Ireland should not | people than England, and therefore I 
be called upon to pay any portion of this| have always differed from the Chan- 
tax, for the reason that they of all people | cellor of the Exchequer by being indis- 
had protested most vigorously against | posed to increase indirect taxation 
the war which had made it necessary. | more than I could help, because it does 
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bear more heavily upon the poorer 
classes. The right hon. Gentleman 
seemed to convey last year that he was 
putting this tax on only for a single year, 
but he has already declared that if the 
war ceased to-morrow none of the 
taxes imposed last year could be re- 
moved, because of the immense growth 
of our normal expenditure. In my 
opinion, all the taxes proposed this year 
will in the end have to remain, and 
more taxes will have to be imposed, 
and therefore I think we must regard 
any tax now imposed as one which is 
not unlikely to be in the near future 
imposed indefinitely. The right hon. 
Gentleman has already embarked—he 
has now put one foot into the waters of 
ad valorem taxation, but you may come 
to ad valorem taxation on tobacco as well 
as on everything else, and once that 
principle is adopted you will get back to 
all those evils from which we have been 
delivered by the sound financial prin 
ciples of the last fifty years. I know that 
by an increased tax upon tobacco the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will not per- 
sonally suffer, but there are other persons 
who are not so fortunate as himself in 
that respect. I agree with the hon. Mem- 
ber for East Clare, that taxation upon the 
higher classes of tobacco is a very popular 
form of taxation. As I have said before, 
I should not be prepared in the present 
state of things to resist a tax of any de- 
scription, but I believe we are already 
going far beyond the limit in burdening 
posterity by an immense increase in the 
Debt, and we are every day endeavouring 
to avoid paying as much of it ourselves 
as possible. We are very inferior in that 
respect to our fathers who have gone 
before us, whe bore much _ heavier 
burdens than we are disposed to bear. 
I do not, therefore, find myself in the 
position to vote against this tax. 
Although the burden of this tax is upon 
the poorer classes of the community, I 
feel bound to say that we ought to pay 
the debts we have been unwise enough 
‘to incur. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has informed us that last year 
‘the amount that the Exchequer had to 
provide for the public expenditure of 
this country was £198,000,000,  in- 
cluding the Local Taxation Account and 
‘the money borrowed for Army and 
Navy works, and so on. I suppose 
Sir William Harcourt. 
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|that this year it will be more than 
£200,000,000, and I do not see, under 
these circumstances, how we are to re- 
fuse any tax unless we increase the 
Debt by borrowing, and thus burden 
posterity. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
said he desired to call the attention of the 
Committee in a very brief manner to the 
extraordinary increase that had taken 
place recently, and was now taking place 
under this Act, in the permanent taxation 
of this country. By the kindness of the 
Treasury he had been allowed access to 
the figures for 1901, and he found that 
out of a total of £140,000,000 no 
less than £102,500,000 was raised by 
permanent Acts of Parliament, providing 
a revenue over which the liouse had no 
control, and only £37,500,000 was raised 
by annually renewable taxes. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT - said 
that there was nothing to prevent the 
House of Commons from diminishing the 
existing permanent taxes. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that that 
was so; but the permanent taxes did not 
necessarily come under the review of the 
House. There were taxes which ex- 
pired annually, and which must be 
revised by this House, and there were 
other taxes as to which no Act was re- 
quired. As a matter of fact, the tea 
duty and the income tax, he believed, 
were the only taxes, besides the addi- 
tional duties now under discussion, 
which were considered annually. That 
was a very serious danger as regarded 
the control of the House of Commons, 
for this year there would be £7,000,000 
more added to the permanent taxes. It 
was a very serious thing to have over 
£100,000,000, which could be gathered 
in without coming to the House of 
Commons at all, and some Ministers 
might do a great deal of mischief with a 
vast sum like that. Our whole Par- 
liamentary system was built up upon 
the principle of annuality, and just in 
proportion as we departed from that 
principle by adopting permanent taxes, 
to that extent we destroyed the control 
of Parliament. He was aware that there 
were securities against the Government. 
Perhaps the most important official was 
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the Comptroller and Auditor General, 
and there was the necessity for an 
Appropriation Act without which no 
Minister could lawfully appropriate a 
farthing of public money. But the 
House had received this day an object- 
lesson of the value of the principle for 
which he was contending. They had 
been told that in consequence of a 
public exigency the Government of the 
Cape proposed to issue warrants to take 
the place of appropriations. He did not 
know how soon some exigency might not 
arise which might be accompanied by a 
proposal fora great increase in the standing 
army, and he knew not what would 
happen in the case of an unscrupulous 
Minister with over £100,000,000 in his 
possession if public exigencies authorised 
that Minister to appropriate this money 
by his own personal act. He only men- 
tioned the instance of the Cape in order 
to show the danger of substituting per- 
manent for annual taxation. He did 
not wish to detain the House, but he 
desired to point out the extreme im- 
portance of this control over the ex- 
penditure which they were constantly 
losing. If the House was losing power 
it was because it was giving more power 
to the Ministers. It was an extremely 
dangerous thing when taxes which 
ought to be annual were made _per- 
manent, as had been done this year ; and 

place the spending of such a large 
sum at the disposal of a Minister, without 
any necessity to come to Parliament 
annually, was unreasonable. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said that Parliament had given the 
Government practically a free hand in 
regard to the military policy in South 
Africa, and he should not be at all sur- 
prised if it led to the result outlined by 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn. He 
was sorry that men with the ability, 
energy, and industry of the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite had not the courage when 
the division bell rang to back up their 
opinions in the lobby. As an _ Irish 
representative he was prepared to vote 
against the retention of the clause for 
two reasons. In the first place, he 
thought they were justified in their 
hostility to this clause, because the 


Nationalist party had never assented to 
secondly, 


because it re- 
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enacted taxation which levied an in- 
creased burden upon the people of Ire- 
land. A great deal of spirits were ex- 
ported from Ireland, and this extra tax 
would check the trade. With regard to 
the two classes of tobacco, the imposition 
of 4d. on the low grade tobacco was a 
much heavier burden than the increase 
on the higher class, because the poorer 
classes used very largely the lower grade 
tobacco. For those reasons he objected 
to the retention of the clause. There 
were a few struggling tobacco factories 
in King’s County, Dublin, Cork, and 
Belfast, and it would be very advan- 
tageous to this trade if the 4d. tax was 
removed as regarded Irish tobacco. A 
considerable impetus could be given by 
some beneficial treatment of this kind, 
and he hoped the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would give them a definite 
promise that in next year’s Budget some- 
thing would be done in the direction of 
removing this tax on tobacco. They 
strongly objected to the continuance of 
this system of taxation in Ireland. The 
Irish Members for that reason were 
justified in protesting against the clause, 


affecting, as it did, industries which 
were struggling in Ireland. They 


might fairly claim differential treatment. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) said he had always 
thought it would be a very great advan- 
tage if the Treasury and Inland Revenue 
officials gave every possible opportunity 
for the growing of tobaeco. From the 
point of view of the Excise there would 
be no difficulty at all. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire had reminded him that he 
gave facilities for experiments being 
carried out when he was Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. He was afraid the red 
tape of the Inland Revenue Department 
choked the tobacco plants in their early 
infancy. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Experiments are now going on, and 
they are not affected by the Customs 
duty. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said every 
opportunity should be given for those 
experiments, for he was sure if tobacco 
growing were possible in Ireland it 


| would be of great advantage to that 
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part of the kingdom. He endorsed! *THe CHAIRMAN: The Committee 


what fell from the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn in reference to the im- 
portant point whether the taxes they 


were now voting should be annual or | 


permanent. Of course, the original idea 
of making some taxes annual was that 
the House of Commons should have 
the opportunity of discussing them, 
and, especially in view of the action 
of the House of Lords at that time, 


that there ought to be taxes voted year 


by year, so that they should be under 


has already decided that the sugar tax 


the control of the House of Commons 


as against the Upper House. It was 
not right, from the point of view of 
the proportions of direct and indirect 
taxation, that the House of Commons, 
while controlling the £30,000.000 drawn 
from the income tax, should only have 
control over £6,000,000 of indirect taxa- 
tion from the tea duty. If there was 
anything over which the House of 
Commons should have control over it 
was the sugar duty and the coal duty. 
These should be levied as annual taxes. 
He did not want to raise the very con- 
siderable constitutional question as to 
whether the Government were likely 
to be able to go outside the House of 
Commons altogether and_ practically 
destroy the control of the House over 
expenditure. He did not think that 
was possible, but if they did so other 
action would have to be taken. Unless 
the taxes were brought under the review 
of the House year by year they would 
have practically no control in regard 
to any particular tax if the Govern- 
ment themselves did not raise the ques- 
tion. From a practical point of view 
the most important branches of our 


taxation ought to be brought year by | 


year under the purview of the House 
of Commons, so that they really could 
have an opportunity of discussing them 
on their merits. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had already in Committee 
altered the sugar tax four or five times, 
and it was quite certain that when the 
right hon. Gentleman came to administer 
the tax he would have to make other 
alterations with regard to it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH 


said the 


question whether the sugar tax should 


be permanent or annual had nothing 
to do with the clause now under con- 
sideration. 


Mr. Sydney Buaton. 


is to be a permanent tax. The 
hon. Gentleman cannot go back on that 
decision. 


*Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the 
question raised by the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn was whether there should 
not be a larger amount of our taxation 
brought under the purview of the House 
of Commons. There ought to be a 
larger proportion of indirect taxation 
brought under the purview of the House. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said he 
wished to call attention to the statement 
made from the Treasury Bench that 
tobacco growing in Ireland had already 
reached the experimental stage. If that 
was so, surely the new industry ought 
to have a chance. If the tax was con- 
tinued this year it meant that a check 
would be put on the industry in Ireland. 
Although, perhaps, a few wealthy men 
might be inclined to take up the culti- 
vation of the tobacco plant, it was 
absolutely impossible that it could ever 
become popular unless sufficient attrac- 
tion was given by a remission of taxation 
or otherwise. He thought they were 
entitled to some promise from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that there would 
be a remission of the duty on tobacco, 
so that the new industry, which he 
believed had great potentialities in 
Ireland, would be given a fair chance of 
suecess. The working classes, who were 
very much affected by the tax, had not 
the representation in this House which 
their numbers demanded. In fact, with 
a few honourable exceptions, it might 
be said that it was only the Members for 
Ireland who were able to speak for the 
democracy of this country. In the 
course of a couple of years, when the 
reaction against the war came, they 
would be told, ‘‘ Your representatives in 
the House of Commons agreed to the 
taxes on tobacco and beer and spirits.” 
It was an important consideration that 
the working classes were not repre- 
sented to the extent they ought to be. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said he 
had learned with gratification that there 
were some samples of Irish tobacco in the 
Glasgow Exhibition which were very 
creditable. He hoped the authorities 
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would not throw obstacles in the way of 
the development of that industry. He 
concurred with his hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for East Clare that a tax of 6d. on 
high grade and 4d. on low grade tobacco 
meant that working men were being 
treated very unfairly. While it was 
extravagance to smoke expensive cigars, 
smoking in the case of working men 
might almost be regarded as a necessity. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire had acknow- 
ledged that indirect taxation must weigh 
heavily on the poorer classes. If proof of 
that were wanted he might quote the 
remarkable statement of Sir Robert 
Giffen, tothe effect that Great Britain 
in her contribution to the revenue paid 
less than 2s. in the £ on her taxable 
surplus, while Ireland paid 10s. That 
statement was made some years ago, 
and indirect taxation had been raised 
since then. ‘The Irish people might be 
told that they had no reason to complain 
in this matter, as the same tax was to be 
imposed on England and Scotland, but 
identity of rates did not necessarily 
involve equality of burden. It did not 
follow that a 4d. tax in Great Britain 
would be equally fair with regard to the 
people of Ireland. The position of Ire- 
land became steadily worse, and the 
representatives of that country would 
be wanting in their duty if they did not 
endeavour to get the taxation reduced. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said his 
view was that if the Government wished 
to help the tobacco industry in Ireland 
it should be done by increasing the duty 
on tobacco imported from other countries, 
thus making it more profitable for the 
people of Ireland to grow the plant. In 
the same way he thought the duty on 
foreign spirits should be increased. He 
believed that German spirits, which were 
largely imported, were distilled from 
potatoes, sawdust, or sulphuric acid; 
yet they got off with the same duty as 
spirits distilled from malt in Scotland, 
England, or Ireland. Brewers who 
wanted to make profits at the expense 
of the consumers got this cheap stuff 
from Germany. In the north of Ireland 
he believed it was put into Irish casks and 
sent over to England and Scotland to be 
sold-as Irish whisky. Nobody who had 
any regard for his health consumed it. 
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If the duty on foreign spirits were in- 
creased it would not be profitable for 
distillers or traders to bring the stuff 
from Germany and palm it off on un- 
suspecting people as spirits distilled in this 
country. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) said 
this clause proposed to re-enact the 
increased taxation of last year. If he 
remembered rightly, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer used words in the Budget 
speech to the effect that instead of getting 
more money he got less by the increased 
Customs duties. It would be satisfactory 
if the right hon. Gentleman would tell 
the Committee what was the result of 
the increased taxation up to last year. 
He was quite sure that what the right 
hon. Gentleman had in view was to get 
revenue, and if he could not get it by 
a high rate it would be better to adopt a 
lower rate. Since the tax upon wine 
was raised a less amount had been paid 
than formerly. That was a question 
of great interest, upon which some infor- 
mation might be given. He was glad 
to hear the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire ex- 
press sympathy with regard to the hard 
case of Ireland in connection with these 
duties the statement that the case of 
ireland was no harder than that felt by 
poor people in Great Britain was directly 
opposed to the finding of the right hon. 
Gentleman’s own Commission. No one 
knew better than he did that the same 
duties, which were now levied in both, 
produced a quite different result in each 
of the two islands. In Great Britain 
the ratio of direct and indirect taxa- 
tion to the whole amount levied was 
the same, but in Ireland the indirect 
taxes amounted to-75 per cent. of the 
whole amount produced by the taxa- 
tion of the country. The new duties 
now being imposed would raise this pro- 
portion to nearly 80 percent. This 
fact showed that a system of equal 
taxation between the two countries pro- 
duced most unequal results, and a mere 
reduction of duties in both islands 
would by no means put an end to this 
inequality. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he should 
not follow the last remark of the hon. 
Member, because there was an under- 
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standing that the subject of financial 
relations was to be discussed separately, 
and that understanding had _ been 
honourably observed by hon. Gentlemen 
below the gangway. The increased 
duty on tobacco produced more than the 
revenue he anticipated from the extra 
4d., besides the increase arising from 
the forestalments in anticipation of an 
increased duty. Foreign spirits, again, 
produced a little more than he antici- 


pated. 
Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer last year 
gave a sort of promise to look into the 
question of the tobacco tax to see whether 
he could not make a differential duty in 
favour of the lower grades of tobacco. 
The tobacco tax was very unfair, and 
bore unjustly on the working people of 
the country. Upto the present the right 
hon. Gentleman had done nothing for 
them in the way of cutting down the 
duty. Hethought the right hon. Gentle- 
man should give an indication that 
something would be done between now 
and the next Budget. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should show some con- 
sideration to these poor people. It was 
not fair to say that all classes in the com- 
munity should bear an equal share of the 
taxes. It might cost the Revenue some- 
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ber for King’s Lynn had made an im- 
portant speech this afternoon, and had 
raised a great constitutional question as 
to the amount of taxation that was 
passing permanently into the hands of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The 
hon. Member had truly said that that 
was a source of danger to our safety and 
freedom. The hon. Member had also 
referred to the fact of the growing 
military spirit in the country, and had 
pointed out that in the future a Govern- 
ment might come into power, with this 
enormous income being passed without 
discussion or vote, and he rightly indi- 
cated that such a state of things would 
be revolutionary. The lack of public 
spirit which they had witnessed during 
the last two or three years indeed brought 
such a state of things within che bounds 
of possibility. There were people in 
the country and in the House who held 
that it would be better and would save 
all the bother and trouble of coming 





there to discuss Supply, if the Govern- 
ment were granted this power perma- 
nently. He thought the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn had rendered a great 
constitutional service in pointing out 
the dangers which might arise. 

*Srr M. HICKS BEACH said that he 


had under consideration a memorial 
from a large number of dealers in, and 
> 





thing if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
reduced the tax on the lower grades of 
tobacco ; but the workpeople paid their 
share towards the maintenance of the 
State in other directions. They paid it 
in labour and in human sacrifice—far 
more on these lines than the other 
classes of the community. He appealed | 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
give some hope that he would do some- | 
thing in this direction. The hon. Mem- | 


Noes, 71. 


manufacturers of, tobacco, and without 
making any definite promise, he hoped it 
might be possible hereafter to make 
arrangements which might enable the 
cheaper kinds of tobacco to be sold at a 
slightly lower price than at present. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 327 ; 
(Division List No. 297.) 


AYES. 


Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allsopp, Hon.{George 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Foster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot,Capt. Josceline Fitz Roy 
Bailey, James ( Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert | 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


Bartley, George 


Bell, Richard 


Bigwood, James 


Balfour, Capt. C. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 
Beach, Rt. Hon. W. W.B.(Hants. 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 


| Bhownaggree. Sir M. M. 
| Bignold, Arthur 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. I*.(Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

C. T. Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. } 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


A. J.(Manch’r 
B. (Hornsey) 
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Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw.H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


Cavendish, W.C.W, (Derbyshire | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor ) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. 
Coddington. Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hn. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale,'Sir Joseph Cocktield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirlFredDixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark.) 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 


' Henderson, Alexander 


{1 Jury 1901} 


Gunter, Sir Robert 

Hain, Edward 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. RobertWm. | 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashfo’d | 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayter, Rt, Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Helder, Augustus 


Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter | 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead | 


_ Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | 


Dyke, Rt. Hon.SirWilliamHart ' 


Edwards, Frank 
Egerton, Hon. R. de Tatton 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Fergusson, Rt HnSirJ(Manch’r 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon.EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, SirAugustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin Nairn 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 


M‘Calmont,.Col.H.L.B.(Cambs ! 





Hogg, “uindsay 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham | 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier,Hn.James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James | 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire | 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, Arthur H.(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Leese, Sir JosephF.( Accrington) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 


Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. 8. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.CharlesW.( Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hn.W.G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
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M‘Iver,SirLewis( EdinburghW 
M‘Laren, Chas. Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malco!m, Ian 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe’ 
Maxwell,RtHn.SirH. E)Wigt’n. 
Maxwell, W.J.H. (Dumfriessh. 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore,JohnThrogm’rt’n. 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.)! 
| Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 


Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morley, Chas. (Breconshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


| Morrison, James Archibald 


Morton, Arthur H.A.(Deptford 
Morton, Kdw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray Rt HnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate. Francis Alexander 


| Newnes, Sir George 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durham) 
Peel, Hn.Wm. Robert Wellesley 
Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major I'rederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Rea, Russell 


| Reckitt, Harold James 
| Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Remnant, James Farquharson 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry (Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S.Forde(BethnalGreen) 


| Rigg, Richard 
| Ritchie,Rt. Hon.ChasThomson 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 
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Rutherford, John 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Samuel,HarryS. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton( Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew) 
‘Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen,E.) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. ) 
Allen, Chas.P. (Glouc.,Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
‘Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
‘Gilhooly, James 
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Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.SirC. EH(Sheffield 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson)Leeds,S.) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Welby,Lt.-Col.A.C.E.(Taunton 
Welby, Sir CharlesG. E.(Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley, George (York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-un.-Lyne 





NOES. 


Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


| Joyce, Michael 


Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 


| MacNeil, John Jordan Swift 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| M‘Cann, James 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal Tipperary, Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Williams, Rt HnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R. 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.( Worcestersh, N.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hon.E.R. (Bath 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T. Huddersf’d 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AyEs—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. 
O’Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, SirR.Threshie( Dumfries) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair, CaptJohn( Forfarshire 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Clause 5 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 11, after the word ‘from’ 
to insert the words, ‘the eleventh day of June, 
nineteen hundred and one, as regards the duty 
on glucose and as regards the other duties 
under this section as from.’ ”—(Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 





| treated exactly in the same way as the 


duties on sugar and coal. He could not 


_ understand why the Excise duty should 


have been left open as it had been for so 
long a time, with the result that there 
had been wholesale manufacturing 
going on by the makers of glucose, and 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
been deprived of a large amount 
revenue. He believed it was quite 


| contrary to the custom hitherto prevailing 

Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) said that | 
he had put down an Amendment to 
make the Excise duty on glucose charge- 
able from the date of the introduction of 
the Budget—that was, it should be 


that the Excise should not go on simul- 
taneously with the Customs duty. It 
was a dangerous precedent, because the 
result was perfectly obvious. It was an 
easy way of making money for these 








47 
ge 
an 
kn 
du 
of 

dif 
of 

an 
the 
gol 
Ol 
he 

of | 
onl 
to 

adi 
pal 
abi 
the 
chi 
Ge 
the 
sho 
exp 
ken 
mo’ 
met 
Exe 


ber’ 
it is 
by 

that 
11t] 
dren 
and 
wit] 


reso 


*S) 
alre; 
the 
the 
wssu 
that 
muc 


-eoul 


wou 
proce 
Was 


duty 


Acla 
Agne 
Allat 


Aller 


ord) 


ries) 
dee) 


hire 
n,N 
rth) 
st) 


is— 
and 


that this tax is to come into force from the 


‘duty on beer. 


473 Finance 


gentlemen to have a licence to carry on 
an industry for about three months, | 
knowing they would be free from any | 
duty to a certain date. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had pointed out the | 
difficulties surrounding the imposition | 
of new duties, because the merchants | 
and traders generally anticipated what | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
going to do. Such private speculations, 
could never be stopped, but he thought 
he was entitled to comment on the action 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The 
only charitable conclusion he could come 
to was that the right hon. Gentleman’s 
advisers held the view that the major 
part of this article was imported from 
abroad. He believed that glucose to 
the value of £2,000,000 was imported, 
chiefly from the United States and 
(iermany, but that was no reason why 
the manufacturers of this country 
should carry on an industry at the 
expense of the Exchequer. He did not 
know whether he would be in order in 
moving his Amendment as an Amend- 
ment to that of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. 





*THhe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 


it is not covered by the resolution adopted 


House. The resolution says 


by the 


llth day of June, 1901, but the hon. 


4{sentleman’s Amendment ante-dates that | 


and would impose a tax on the people | 
without its having been brought in on a | 
resolution. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
already explained to the hon. Gentleman 
the reason for the delay in imposing 
the Excise duty on glucose, and he could 
assure the hon. Member for Devonport 
that he regretted that delay quite as 
much as the hon. Member, and if he | 


could have imposed it on 19th April he 


would have been delighted to do so. The 
process of levying the duty on glucose 
was very similar to that for levying the 
Arrangements had to be 


{1 Juty 1901} 


| 
ber’s Amendment is not in order, ara 
| 
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| made for the erection of receivers and 


that necessarily took time. 


{Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND moved 
as an  Amendment—‘In page 3, 
line 15, to leave out ‘ or Ireland.’”’ This 
tax would not affect Ireland very much, 
but he moved the omission of Ireland 


| on the same principle that he had moved 
his other Amendments. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 15, to leave out the words 
‘ or Ireland.’ ’’—(Mr. William Redmond.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘or Ireland’ stand part of the Clause.”’ 


*Strk HICKS M. BEACH said that so 
far as he was aware there was not a single 
glucose factory in Ireland, but if there 
were, and if Ireland were excluded, it 
would be necessary to impose a Customs 
duty on glucose coming from Ireland 
precisely as it was imposed on glucose 
coming from abroad. Surely it was not 
worth while making so important a 
change for the sake of an industry which 
was at present non-existent. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s statement 
only illustrated his point. It seemed to 


| him absurd to bring in the name of Ire- 


land when no glucose was made in Ire- 
land. If afterwards glucose came to be 
made in Ireland it would be open to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to include 
Ireland in a future Budget, and would 


| give an opportunity to the representa- 


tives of Ireland to object to it. It was 
a very slipshod way of preparing the 


| Estimates, and he did not see why, if it 


did not affect Ireland, Ireland should be 
inserted at all. He should certainly 
press his Amendment. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 311 ; 
Noes, 69. (Division List No. 298.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | Archdale, Edw. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
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Arkwright, John Stanhope 
| Arnold-Forster, 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) | Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Austin, Sir John 

Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 


Mervyn 


Hugh O. 
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Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. gt women 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. c. W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon.. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, RuHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. Bb. 
Bell, Richard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Big wood, James 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middle’x) 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Broadhurst, Henr 

Brown, Alex. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Barns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, Jolin George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Carson. Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


Cavendish, VCW.(Derbyshire) | 


Cecil, E velyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord” Hugh (Greenw ich) | 
( ‘hamberlain, Kt Hn.J. (Birm. ) | 


Mi . 
H. (Shropshire) | 
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| Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
| Fergusson, RtHnSirJ.(Mane’r) 


| Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

| Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 

| Fisher, William Hayes 

| Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Flete her, Sir Henry 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Godson,SirAugustusFrederick 


Gore, HnG. R.COrmsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 

| Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (We-t Ham) 


Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
| Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Griffith, Ellis J 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 

Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
| Hamilton, RtHn.LordG(Mid’x 





Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
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Lambton, Hon. Frederick W, 
Laurie, Lt.-General 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpcol) 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, ArthurH,( Hants.,Fareh’m 
Leese, SirJosephF (Accrington) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Loyd, Arehie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 


| Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 


Green, Walford D(Wednesb’ry 


Hamilton,Margq.of(L’nd’nd’rry | 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robt. Wm. 


Cham berlain,J.Austen( W’re’r Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 


Channing, Francis Allston ; 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (G lasgow) | 


| Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
| Helder, Augustus 
| Henderson, . Alexander 
| Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 


| Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) | 


Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


Cox, lrwin Edward Bainbridge | Hogg, Lindsay 


Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps. Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davy ies Sir Horat ioD(Chatham | 
Dewar, JohnA.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Dilke. Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 


Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Ceckfield | 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Dunean, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans, Samnel ‘T. (Glamorgan 
Fardell, Sir T. George 

F ellowe ss, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fenwiek, Charles 








| Hollaad, W ‘iam Henry 
| Hope, J.F.(Shefti’ld, Brightside 
| Horniman, Frederick John 

| Houldsworth, Sir Win. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
| Howard, John (Kent,Faversh. 
| Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham 
| Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
H udson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 

| Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 

| Jacoby, James Alfred 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 

Johnston, William (Belfast) 

| Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

| Jones, Dav id Brynmor(Swans’a 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 


Kearley, Hudson E 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 


Kenyon, Hn.Geo.T. (Denbigh) | 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 
lambert, George 


| Pease, et 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 





Macartney, Rt. Hn. W.G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb.,W.) 
M‘Laren, —_ Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Meysey- Ficebern, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, JohnThrogmort’n 
Mitchell, W ‘iam 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Moni 'thsh. 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf'rd 
Morton, Edw.J.C.( Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry), 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Newnes, Sir George 

Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Seige: yo 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Reid, Sir R. (Dumfries) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
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Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 


Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Charles T. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney ) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,C harles Hilton(Lincoln) 
Sharpe, Willian Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. {l tenfrew) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, East) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, z. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C 

Dutty, W ‘Stier J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Farrell, ‘James Patrick 
Ftrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 15, to leave out the words 
and insert the words— 


‘the ewt. £0 Is. Sd.’ 


Se 

Bea thecwt. 0 2 9 

Liquid .. oa % 0 2 Q,’ 
instead thereof.” (Mr. Chancellor of the 


Exchequer.) 


Question proposed, 
‘the ewt. £0 Is. 8d.’ 


| Joyce, Michael 


“That the words | the 
stand part of the 
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Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley,Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirline. Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strachey, Edward 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomson, F. W. (York,W. R. | 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Vv alentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Co !SirCE H(Shettield) | 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
W: anklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E.( Notts) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


NOES. 


| Harwood, George 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. | 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Cann, James 
' M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan,Col. John P. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O Brien, Jcas F. X. (C ‘ork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’ yMid) 
O’Brien, Patrick vag, 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N. 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W. ; 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Doherty, William 


the. right hon. 
in placing the duty upon glucose lower 
than that upon sugar. 
Gentleman first of all appeared to think 
that the sweetening quality of glucose 
was only 40 per cent. ; 
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White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,George( York, W.R.) 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


| Wilson,A.Stanley( York, E.R.) 


Wilson,Chas. Henry(Hull, W. ) 


| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wocdhouse,SirJT(Huddersf d 
Wortley,Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Younger, Wil iim 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) 
(Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O'Dowd, John 

| O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
| O'Malley, William 


O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Robson, William Snowdon 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 


| Tully, Jasper 


Ure, Alexander 

White, Patrick (Meath, North) 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Gentleman was making 


The right hon. 


since then he 


| had discovered that it was larger, and he 


had slightly increased the duty ; 
right hon. 
what the danger was of differentiating 


but 
Gentleman had not seen 





Clause.” 


Mr. KEARLEY - said that he 


had on every occasion possible called 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s atten- 
tion to the mistake which he thought 


\the duties between glucose and sugar. 


Such a thing would offer the greatest 


inducements to people to use it in, fruit 
preservation, and it would displace sugar 


and consequently displace a wholesome 
food. They had already become , ac- 
S 2 
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quainted with the evils of glucose through 
its introduction into beer. In the case | 
of beer, glucose when used in its 0 
form was of the same specific gravity ¢ 

sugar, and there was nothing to bie 
the brewer using as much of this un- 
desirable commodity as he pleased. 
Glucose was attractive to the brewer, not 
for its sweetening properties, but as a 
preservative, because it prevented fer- 
mentation, and the manufacturers of 
jam would use it in the same way. It 
had been attractive to the brewer in the 
past because it was cheaper than sugar. 
Now the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
proposed to make it more attractive than 
ever, because he proposed to put a lower 
duty upon it than upon sugar. 


other manufacturers as well as brewers, 
and the result would be that everything | 
which we ate or drank would be crammed | 
full of glucose. He thought the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer should try and 
equalise these duties. He took a great | 
deal of interest in this question for the 
reason that he had taken a somewhat 
active part in preventing the adulteration 
of food products, and he did not think it | 
was right, after all the work that had | 
been done in this House in that respect, 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
should come down and offer induce- | 
ments of this kind to the manufacturers | 
to use so undesirable a commodity, to the | 


displacement of a valuable food product. | 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 
proposed in the clause is only an Excise | 
duty, and I do not suppose the hon. 
Gentleman would suggest for a moment | 
that the Excise duty should be higher | 
than the Customs duty on the same 


article. The Board of Customs had | 
very carefully examined the question | 
with a view to ascertaining what 


would be a fair equivalent to the 


duty on sugar, having regard to the sugar | 


value of glucose. I do not want to go 
into the technical question, but while 
glucose has a fairly high value as a 
brewing material, it has a compara- | 
tively low value as sugar, because it | 
competes only with sugar of a very low | 
type, and displaces genuine sugar | 
only of the commoner sort, I can | 
assure the hon. Member that this matter | 
will be watched very carefully, and if 


Mr. Kearley. 


The | 


same argument for its use applied to all | 
| 


The duty | | 
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‘there is any reason to believe that 
through some change in manufacturing 
processes glucose or invert sugar is 
being largely used to the disadvantage 
of sugar a remedy for that will 
be at once considered. As the trade 
now stands I believe the two articles are 
fairly treated. 


*Mr. CHANNING — (Northampton- 
shire, E.) said he supported the conten- 
‘tion of the hon. Member for Devonport, 
but he assured the right hon. Gentleman 
that if he saw his way to equalise the 
import duty and the excise duty upon 
glucose he should support that course. 


Mr. KEARLEY said that he had been 
informed that in the manufacture of 
confectionery glucose was used very 
largely to the displacement of sugar of 
the finest quality. In the manufacture 
of jams, for instance, the finest quality 
| of sugar was used, and was being dis- 
placed by glucose. 


| Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT said 
that the only difference of opinion was 
| that the right hon. Gentleman said the 
| glucose used was not in competition with 
any sugar, except that of the lowest 
class. But if that should not turn out 
to be the case he understood the right 
hon Gentleman to say that he would 
endeavour to equalise the duties. 


Mr. STRACHEY (Somersetshire, '.) 
said he supported the hon. Member 
for Devonport in his contention. He 
| had formed one of a deputation which 
had waited upon the right hon. Gentle- 
| man upon this matter, and had pointed 
out how, from an agricultural point 
of view, glucose unfairly affected sugar. 
On that occasion he had understood 
the right hon. Gentleman to say that 
he would do away with any unfairness. 
He now understood the right hon. 
Gentleman to say that there was no 
unfairness, but surely there would be 
no harm in the right hon. Gentleman 
making a promise to level up the duty 
on glucose, if that unfairness and 


| disparity was proved to exist. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) expressed 
his amazement at the tact that through- 
out the course of the debate no voice 
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had been raised in favour of pure beer. 
He had listened to this, and to other 
debates raised by the hon. Member for 


Devonport, who he thought was one | 
of the very few men that understood | 
the considerations raised by this sugar 


tax. The hon. Gentleman had made 
out an unusually strong case, and had 
succeeded in inducing the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer to alter the original | 


proposals of the Bill; thereby showing 
at all events, that the Customs had not 
informed the right hon. Gentleman as to 
the real sugar value of glucose; 
and that 
the hon. Gentleman the Customs ex- 
perts were convinced that — they 
were entirely in the wrong. 
them had understood the difference 
between solid and liquid glucose, and 
they had suggested an insufficient tax 
for that substance. The right hon. 
Gentleman had said that he thought 
he had taken fairly into consideration 
the sugar value of glucose, but the sugar 
value of that commodity was not to be 
judged by its sweetening capacity. 
Glucose was useful as an adulterant, 
or a substitute for sugar under certain 
circumstances, and the only way to 
find the sugar value was to say how 
much sugar was displaced by glucose in 
certain manufactures. He understood 
that in some manufactures the whole 
of the sugar which was formerly 
used had been displaced, and if that 
was true the sugar value of one ton of 
glucose was equal to that of one ton of 
sugar. The contention of the hon. 
Member for Devonport was that the 
Chaneellor of the Exchequer placed a 
premium upon the use of an inferior 
article in manufacture, and thereby 
encouraged adulteration, and that seemed 
clear to those who were not experts. 
The Government should not encourage 
adulteration by putting a heavier duty 
upon the better article. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: After the 
original proposals were put before the | 
Committee, other investigations were 
made to discover how far glucose was 
in competition with sugar, and as a 
result of those investigations a further 
Is. Yd. was put upon glucose. Hon. 
Members are not satisfied with that ; 
they say it competes with the better class 
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after the first speech of | 


None of | 
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‘of sugar, and should bear a higher tax 
still. All I can say is that after the best 
investigations on the part of the Govern- 
ment, aided by scientific experts, I 
believe that the allegations of hon. 
Members opposite that glucose will dis- 
place sugar in manufacture are unfound- 
ed. But these things can only be tested 
by experience, and, if the contention of 
hon. Members proves to be true, of 
course an alteration will have to be 
made in the respective taxation of sugar 
and glucose. | must ask the Com- 
mittee to have a little confidence in me. 
I have no feeling in the matter, and am 
only anxious to make as much revenue 
as possible. 

*Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
Northwich) said he was glad to be able 
to express his perfect confidence in the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in_ this 
matter, and he believed that if scientific 
progress changed manufactures to the 
detriment of sugar the right hon. 
Gentleman would increase the duty on 
glucose until he had equalised the tax 
between glucose and sugar. But it 
might be that this debate should one day 
be looked back upon as historic ; and as 
the initiation of a system of bounties. It 
was from this very system of negotiation 
and settlement as to the sugar value 
with regard to beet that the enormous 
bounties arose which were given to beet 


sugar by Continental countries. The 
Government experts said that from 


so much beet could so much sugar be 
made ; the manutacturers said it was 
not possible to obtain so much ; then by 
the process of higgling a compromise 
was arrived at, and the duty on the 
beet was fixed. The sugar manufacturers 
then set their wits to work to get more 
sugar out of it, and advised the farmers 
what kind of beet to grow, what land to 
grow it on, and what manure to use. 
Then when it came into the refineries 
trained chemists were set to work 
upon it, with the result that they 
increased the yield enormously. A 
similar thing would arise out of this 
discussion. From this moment the manu- 
facturers of glucose would endeavour 
to make it of a higher sugar value, 
and it would require the constant vigi- 
lance of those representing the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to insure fairness 
between these two substances. 


4 
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Question put, and negatived. 
Question put, “ That those words be 


there inserted.” 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 


Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy | 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. HnGeraldW.(Leeds 
Balfour,MajK.R.(Christchurch 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Big wood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles,Capt. H. I’. (Middlesex) 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh. ) 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, J.Austen(Wore’r 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Dickson-Poynder,Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cock field 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
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AYES. 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. Londonderry, S.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon .Sir John Eldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesbury 
Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hain, Edward 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton,Marqot (L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge,Robert Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel ( Norwich) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent,Faversh. 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hudson, George Bickersteth) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kemp, George 


Kenyon, Hn. Geo.T, (Denbigh) | 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop.) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick W. 


' Laurie, Lieut.-General 


Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) | 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham | 
Legge, Col. Hn. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long.RtHn. Walter (Bristol,S.) | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


' Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) ; 


rning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwi 


Dyke,Rt.Hn. Sir William Hart 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas | | 
Macartney Rt.Hn.W.G.Ellison | 
| 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
| M‘Calmont, Col.H. L.B.(Cambs 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 





Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas. Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred | 


Macdona, John Cumming 

MaclIver, David (Liverpool) | 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
i 


M‘Iver, SirLewis(EdinburghW | 
Majendie, James A. H. ] 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 207 ; 
‘gneia 131. (Division List No. 299.) 


' Malcolm, Ian 


Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.I. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, W.J.H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, Williazi Henry 
Newdigate, !’rancis Alexander 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 


Peel, Hn. Wm.RobertWellesley 


Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carn 


| Ratcliff, R. F. 


Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Rentoul, James Alexander 
| Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. | 


Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


| Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


| Rutherford, John 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 

Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, Kast) 


| Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks.* 


Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thornton, Perey M. 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Sir CharlesG.E.(Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
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Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) | 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) | 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) | 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,Charles P.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 2 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Broadhurst, Henry 
‘Brunner, John Tomlinson 
Burke, KE. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Burt, Themas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Caldwell, James 


Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

lfrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Forster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

{soddard, Daniel Ford 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 18, to leave out the words 
‘or Ireland.’ ”>—(Mr. William Redmond.} 


Acland-Hood,Capt SirAlex. F. 
Allen, Chas. P. (Gloue. Stroud 
‘Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


{1 Juty 1901} 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- | 


Wylie, Alexander 


NOES. 


Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Sw’nsea 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, James IF. X. (Cork) 
O’ Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr 
Anstruther. 


O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reed,Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Rigg, Richard 

Xoberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Loberts, John H. (Denbighs) 


' Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,CaptJohn (Fortarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White. Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whiteley, George (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. ( Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Woodhouse, SirJ T( H uddersf’ld 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Kearly and Mr. Strachey 


Question put, ~ That the words ‘ or 


| Noes, 64. 


AYES. 


Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey | 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour,Maj.K R(Christchurch 


Bartley, George ©. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol) 


Ireland’ stand part of the Clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 257 ; 
(Division List No. 300.) 


Sell, Richard 

Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

3ond, Edward 

Boseawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlesex) 
Broadhurst, Henry 
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Brown, AlexanderH(Shropsh. ) 
srunner, Sir John Tomlins on 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Burdett-Coutts. W. 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Svdney C harles 

Caldwell, James 

Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 


: Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


! 


! Hickman, Sir Alfred 


Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh.) | 


Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor’ 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Cochrane.Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 


Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cox, Irwin Edward B. 
i ranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Col. 
Dewar,JohnA(Inverness-shire 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dorivgton, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt Hon. A. Akers- 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Dunn, it William 
Durning-Law rence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Elliot, Hon, A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, SirAugustusFrederick 


Gordon, Hn.J.E (Elgin& Nairn , 


Gordon, J. (L ondonderry, S.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Grant, Corrie 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churehill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Hamilton, RtHnLordG( Midd.) 
Hamilton. romp of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Kt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


Raymond-(Cambs. . 


, Maelver, David (Liverpool) 


' Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


' Morton, A. H. A 
| Morton, Edw.J,C. (Devonport) 
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Helder, Augustus 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hermon-Hodye, Robt. Trotter 


Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 

a. Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
ogg, ‘Lindsay 

Hellend. Win. Henry 

Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 





Horniman, Frederick Johu 
Heuldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversh’m) 
Howard, J. (Midd..Tottenh’m) | 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, Jolin (Yorks., N. R.) | 


Jackson, eta Hn. Wm. Lawies | 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Sir R. Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jones, David Brynm’r(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) | 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway,Kt.Hon.SirJohnH. | 
Kenyon, Hon. G. T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney .Col. W(Salop) | 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambert, George 

Lambton, Hon. Fredk. Wim. 
Laurie, Lt.-General 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fiedk. N 


Lewis, John Herbert 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.( Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 


Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB.(Cambs. 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb.,W.) | 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, RtHnSirH E( Wigton 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthams’w 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 

. (Deptford) 








Bill. 


Mount, Wm. Arthur 

Mow bray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
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Newnes, Sir George 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 

Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Partington, Oswald 

Pease, J. A. (Satiron Walden) 

Peel,Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 

Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 

Prety man, Ernest George 
-rvyce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 

Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, KR. F. 

Rea, Russell 

Reid, — (Gaeenock) 
fentoul, James Alexander 


yg Hon. M.W.(St’)lybr'dge- 


ve, Richard 

iki: Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
{obertson, Herbert (Haciiney), 
folleston, Sir John F 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

found, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Samuel, Harry 8.(Limehouse) 
Samuel, 8. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sirs. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Chas. Edward (Statiord) 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 

Smith, A bel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edwara 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edvar (Exeter 
Wallace, Robert 

Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- 
White, Luke (York, E. kK.) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. it.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-( Birm 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, Jolin (Glasgow) 
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Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


Finance {1 Juty 1901; 

W oodhouse,SirJ T( Huddersf'd 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


NOES. 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, Join Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T 
Mooney, John J. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8.) 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainbrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Datly, William J. 
Elibank, Master of 
Farrell, James Patrick 
french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 


*Mr. LOUGH, who had an Amend- 
ment on the Paper to substitute “9d.” 
tor“ Ls. 3d." in Clause 5, page 3, line 19, 
suid he did not propose to proceed with 
the motion as the matter had already 
heen discussed. He asked, however, 
whether it was not necessary, seeing 
that the duty was so high, to make 
some difference in regard to saccharine 
in favour of the saccharine manufacturers 
in this country. In order that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer might reply he 
tormally moved the Amendment. 


Amendment 


“Ta page 3, 
‘either from ma 


Question pr 
proposed to be 


Clause.” 


Mr. KEAR 
him that the 
the quantity « 
factured. 

/gerous and iny 
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TELLERS FOR THE AY!Fs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, 'T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Vatrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Thompson, DrEC(Monagh'n,N 
Tully, Jasper 

White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


proposed— 


to omit the words 
‘—M a: han- 


line 29, 
terials used or.”” 


cellor of the Exchequer.) 


oposed, * That the words 
left out stand part ot the 


LEY said it appeared to 
duty should be levied on 
f glucose actually manu- 


Everything else became dan- 


rolved. He did not know 





what machinery the right hon. Gentle- 
man had in his mind to set up. but it 
was highly dangerous to rely upon the 
information communicated to him = by 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. 
Those officials had hitherto distinguished 
themselves by supplying the right hon. 
Gentleman with a great deal of intorma- 
tion which had proved to be altogether 
incorrect, and it would be courting 
disaster to deviate from the proper prac- 
| tice of charging the duty upon the amount 

‘actually manufactured. Moreover, the 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH moved to} Committee had not been informed as to 
omit from line 29 the words “ either from | what glucose actually was. but he had 
materials used or.” This, he thought, | been told that it was the product of the 
action of an acid upon starch, and con- 
mixture of dextrose and 
Yet the duty upon this com- 
| plicated article was to be charged. not 


Amendment proposed— 


In page 3, line 19, to leave out ‘1s. 8d.’ in 
order to insert ‘ 9d.’” 

(Juestion proposed, “ That ‘1s. 3d.’ 
stund part of the clause.” 


[Sir M. Hicks Beach made a remark | 
which did not reach the Press gallery. | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


would meet the objection of the hon. | 
Member for West Islington. who had} sisted of a 
given notice of his intention to move) dextrine. 
the omission of Sub-section 2. 
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upon a definite and clear plan which all 
could understand, but upon the quantity 
actually manufactured or upon the 
quantity said to be capable of being manu- 
factured. It was dangerous to leave 
in the alternative, and if he was in order 
he would move an Amendment. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: An Amendment 
has been moved subsequent to that 
point. 


*Mr. LOUGH said the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had gone some way to 
meet his objection to the clause. All he 
- desired to say, was that he did not in any 
way sympathise with the criticism of 
the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Devonport, of either the Commissioners 
of Excise or the Commissioners of Cus- 
toms. These officials, who had had 
heavy new duties cast upon them, might 
not rise in every way to the ideal of 
business men, but he believed there was 
the greatest desire on their part to do 
that which was fair to the traders. Under 
the clause, after the substantial Amend- 
ment of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
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it was provided that the duty should be 
charged on the actual quantity manufac- 
tured, or on an alternative plan. If 
that alternative were taken away the 
officials would be deprived of one means 
of checking fraud, and of testing whether 
the thing was fairly done. So far as his 
experience went, these officials were to be 
trusted, and, as his objection had been 
to some extent met, he did not feel dis- 
posed to persist in the Amendment he 
had placed on the Paper. 


Mr. TULLY thought the sub-section 
involved a very vicious principle-—-- 


.*THe CHAIRMAN: We are now dis- 
cussing, not the whole sub-section, but 
only the Amendment moved by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Question put, “That Clause 5, as 


amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


The Committee divided :-—-Ayes, 231 ; 
Noes, 66. (Division List No. 301.) 
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moved 


(Question proposed, “That Clause 6 the omission of the clause, which pro- 


stand part of the Bill.” 





posed to reimpose the duties of last year 
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upon whisky and beer. Last year or 
the year before the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer held out some hope that, so 
far as lreland was concerned, at any rate, 
the additional taxation on whisky would 
not be persisted in. 
considered that if taxes were to be raised 
in this way, it would be hard to find an 
article on which money could be more 
advantageously realised than whisky. 


An Hon. MEMBER called attention to 
the fact that there were not forty Mem- 
bers present. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The division re- 
cently taken shows that there are more 
than forty Members present. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said _ he 
believed there were forty Members 
hanging about outside. They were often 
told, in this country especially, that 
there was no article of Irish production 
which so deserved to be taxed as whisky. 
He had always supported moderate and 
reasonable Bills for the promotion of 


temperance in Ireland and elsewhere, | 


but he was by no means one of the 
fanatical supporters of the most extreme 
measures in regard to the temperance 
question. He resented, in the strongest 
possible way the suggestion heard from 
time to time that it was necessary in the 
interest of temperance to impose addi- 
tional taxation upon whisky in Ireland. 
Heobjected to this taxation, because it was 
well known that whisky was one of the 
few things which they manufactured with 
success in Ireland. Therefore additional 
taxation upon whisky fell very heavily 
upon Ireland, and it did not fall in a 
similar way upon the people of England. 
This clause provided also for the im- 
position of taxation upon beer, and he 
might be told that that was a set off 
against the taxation of whisky in Ireland, 
but it was altogether out of proportion. 
The additional tax which was put upon 
whisky some time ago was far more 
severe than the tax which was placed 
upon beer at the same time in England. 
Afterall, if they were going in fcr a policy 
of treating Ireland and England upon 
exactly the same terms, in the matter 
of raising taxation, they ought at least 
to see that the burden fell with some 
fairness upon the people of Ireland. 


"As rl 6 ar , | . : 
It was unfair to put 6d. per gallon on | ment, because they were competing with 


Mr. William Redmond, 
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whisky in Ireland and 1s. per barrel on 
beer in England. The tax in Ireland 
was infinitely heavier than in England, 
and for that reason, among others, he 
objected to it. He had been looking 
into a volume of Hansard, in which he 
‘found a report on this matter when it 
ras dealt with last year. He found 
that he went very lengthily into the 
question of how the tax upon whisky 
‘had progressed from time to time in Ire- 
land. The figures were most interest- 
ing, but he would not trouble the 
House by quoting them at length. He 
would, however, point out that in 1853 
the tax upon whisky amounted to 3s. 4d. 
'per gallon, and that it had advanced 
_from time to time, until it was now Ils, 
per gallon. That was an enormous 
increase, and it had had the effect of 
crippling one of the chief industries of 
Ireland. If they compared the number 
of distilleries in Ireland at the present 
time with the number of fifty, sixty, or 
seventy years ago, they would find this 
tax had had a crushing effect, and that 
it had, to a great extent, destroyed the 
industry of whisky making in Ireland. 
They were told from time to time by 
temperance reformers that it would be a 
good thing if every distillery were closed, 
and the manufacture of whisky stopped 
altogether. They were told of the terrible 
state of things which existed in many 
parts of the country, and particularly 
in the large cities, from the effeets of 
drink, and of the misery, wretchedness, 
and want of employment which were 
brought about by the excessive use of 
drink. He admitted that those evils 
existed, but at the same time it 
possible to bring about a great deal of 
misery, wretchedness, and want of em- 
ployment by going to the other extreme. 
If to-morrow morning they could by any 
means close all the distilleries and 
breweries in Ireland the immediate result 
would be the throwing out of employ- 
ment of thousands of men, who with 
their wives and families would be in the 
most absolute want. The Irish people 
knew how other industries had been 
crushed out by the English Government. 
He would not be in order now in going 
into the history of the various in- 
dustries in Ireland which had_ been 
deliberately, and in the most cold-blooded 
way, destroyed by the English Parlia- 
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similar industries in this country. The 
woo'len and other industries would still 
have been flourishing in Ireland if they 
had not been jealously crushed out. It 
was the duty of everybody who had the 
prosperity of Ireland at heart to make a 
stand when they saw the English Govern- 
ment endeavouring, by very heavy 
burdens of taxation, to cripple and 
destroy one of the few remaining trades 
in the country. He 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said to 
a deputation that the imposition of 
taxation upon whisky in Ireland had 
reached its limit, and that it could bear 
no further impost. The proposal now 
before the Committee was not to in- 
crease the tax which was put on whisky 
last year or the year before, but the Irish 
Members hoped that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would have been in a 
position to come down to the House and 
take at least 6d. per gallon off Irish 
whisky, and so relieve the trade. Why 
must the tax be imposed for another 
year ? 
ame to what was really the backbone 
and foundation of his objection to 
the proposal of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. This tax was to be re- 
imposed for another year because the 
Boer war was not over, and because the 
Government were still in need of enor- 
mous funds for the prosecution of that 
wretched, miserable, and inglorious war. 
Even if the whisky industry was not 
threatened he would oppose this tax on 
account of the reason for which it was 
being raised. It was being raised, not to 
be spent on any beneficent or advan- 
tageous object, but to carry fire and 
sword, misery, sorrow, and wretchedness 
throughout the length and breadth of a 
vast territory in South Africa, where 
the British Army was at the present 
time. The whole thing was revolting. 
He had said so over and over again, ever 


‘since the taxation for the war was inaugu- 


rated. It was a mean and contemptible 


thing that the British people. who re- | 


quired funds for this war, which was of 
their making, did not provide funds 
themselves instead of turning to Ireland 
for a contribution towards the cost of a 
campaign which the Irish people hated 
with all their hearts and souls. He was 


‘not going into the question whether the 


He 


War was necessary or unnecessary. 


When he asked that question he | 
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had lost no opportunity of making his 
opinion known since October, 1899, 
when this three months war, as it was 
described, was first mentioned in Parlia- 
ment. In the circumstances, he was 
entitled to say that if this money was 
required it was not the fault of the Irish 
Members, who from the very commence- 
ment had pointed out to the Government 
that if they embarked on this course it 
would not be a matter of £10,000,000, 
but of hundreds of millions. Referring 
to Hansard on this subject, he found he 
stated in this House, when the first pro- 
posal was made for raising funds to meet 
the cost of the war, that before it was 
over it would cost £100,000,000 or 
£150,000,000. That was more than a 
vear and a half ago, and he was derided 
and Jaughed at when he made that 
statement. It was really contemptible 
and revolting that the men who were the 
authors of all this expenditure would not 
meet it themselves, but would come over 
to Ireland and ask the Irish people to 
bear a share of the expense of the war. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
once Chief Secretary for Ireland. and it 
almost seemed—he did not accuse him 
of it—as if he had used his knowledge ot 
Irish affairs to pick out every conceiv- 
able way of taxing the Irish people which 
would fall most heavily upon them. Every 
single proposal of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had hit the Irish people. No 
matter what the Irish people drank, be it 
whisky or tea, they must pay for the 
war. That was most unjust and most 
unreasonable, and, from the Irish point 
of view, most disgusting. He asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to give some 
undertaking that at some time the Irish 
people would be relieved from this 
terrible burden of taxation. [An Hon. 
Member: When the war is over.| That 
would be better than nothing. Would 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer tell 
them that he would take off taxation 
when De Wet was caught?) The Irish 
people were tired and despairing in 
coming year after year and making these 
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protests and appeals, and receiving 
absolutely no satisfaction of their 
demands. It was all very fine for people 


in this country to grumble about the 
brewers and distillers in this House, but 
he did not know where they were at the 
| present moment. 


They did not seem to 
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have the pluck or courage to come for- 
ward and openly object to the taxes pro- 
posed by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and it was left to the Irish Members to 
protest against them. When he went 
out of the House the first brewer he met 
would tell him he was perfectly right, 
and that it was reidly unfair that this 
great trade should be always taxed. But 
they would not come now and say it 
themselves, although the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer knew they objected to it 
as much as he did. If the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would not remove the 
burden this year, he might try to arrange 
the taxes by reducing the whisky duty 
and putting more on beer. In spite of 
all the sneers which were directed against 
the Irish as an intemperate race, the 
fact was that there was considerably 
more alchohol consumed per head of the 
population in England and Scotland 
than in Ireland. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would probably express some 
sympathy with the Irish people, but 
declare that it was impossible to have 
any difference between Ireland and 
Great Britain in the matter. Then a 
division would be called. and the Gentle- 
men who were not present in the House 
now, and who did not trouble themselves 
about the discussion, would come from 
the dining-rooms, the smoking-rooms, 
and the terrace, and when they jostled 
through the door they would ask, “* What 
is all this about!” Someone at the 
door would say it Was only these Irish 
fellows, who did not want to pay any 
taxes, and a large majority of English- 
men and Scotchmen would vote for the 
taxes, and the Irish people, who were 
opposed to the war, would be obliged to 
pay a share of the cost. The Nationalist 
Members objected to these taxes because 
they were injurious to Irish industries, 
and because the wretched, inglorious war 
in South Africa was none of the doing of 
the Irish people. The British people 
should be made to pay for their own 
misdoings in the matter. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) was 
afraid he could not agree with his hon. 
friend the Member for East Clare in 
regarding the manufacture of whisky 
as an industry. As a teetotaler from 
Ireland, he was bound to say that so far 
as the people of Ireland were concerned 
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they were more sober than the English 
or Scotch. It was greatly to their credit 
that they were so. His position with 
reference to the taxes was that he 
objected to the unequal way in which 
they were imposed on whisky and heer. 
He urged that the taxes should be 
equalised on whisky and beer according 
to the proportion of alcohol contained in 
each, and if that were done the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer would not require 
so much duty on whisky in Ireland. 


*Mr. LEAMY (Kildare, N.) said the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had_pro- 
mised a discussion on the Irish Financial 
question, and on that understanding he 
did not intend to go into the question 
now. His objection to the whisky duty 
was that it increased the taxation of Ire- 
land, already too heavy. The time had 
come when the Irish people must assert 
their rights and take counsel with each 
other. He had been acquainted with 
the House for many years, and had never 
seen any act of justice done to Ireland 
unless the people fought for it. He did 
not care who was responsibie for the war. 
The English people had embarked on 
the war, and it would never come to an 
end until they came to terms with the 
Boers. and those terms would be the 
Boer terms. Hitherto it was only the 
Nationalists who objected to the increase 
of taxation in Ireland ; but if it went on 
the Government would find the gentle- 
men called Loyalists also objecting to it. 
There were many forces now at work in 
Ireland, and there were not wanting 
signs of unity on many subjects between 
North and South. Something had been 
done in the reform of land tenure—it 
might be said a revolution had been 
effected in that direction—and the time 
would come when the people, conscious 
of their strength, would successfully 
resist further attempts at unjust taxation. 


Mr. FLYNN said he was sorry that 
the Member for East Clare had hinted 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would be inflexible and obdurate to the 
demand from the Irish Benches. He 
was not without hope that the right 
hon. Gentleman would come to recognise 
the gross unfairness of the taxes affecting 
Irish industries. Apart altogether trom 
the war, the contention of the Nationalist 
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members was that the tax on whisky 
was grossly unfair when compared with 
the duty on beer. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer held that it was no por- 
tion of his duty to deal with the morality 
or the ethics of the question as to whether 
a certain thing was a luxury or a neces- 
sity: but the right hon. Gentleman 
ought to take broader ground, and 
recognise that if one article of consump- 
tion was manufactured in a country 
more than another it was not right that 
an unjust and unfair burden should be 
imposed upon it. Forty years ago the 
duty on whisky was only 3s. 4d. per 
proof gallon. It had now been raised 
to 1ls.—an increase of 350 per cent. 
There was no article taxed for revenue 
purposes on which the increase of the 
impost had been so enormously great 
as on Irish and Scotch whisky. When 
the tax on an article of consumption 
like whisky was made unduly heavy 
it tended to bring about the production 
of a bad and impure spirit. It un- 
doubtedly brought into consumption 
large quantities of immature spirit, 
which caused an increase in lunacy and 





produced intemperance. Of all the 
members representing Irish constitu- 


encies who were opposed to this tax, 
50 per cent. of them belonged to the 
temperance party. They supported their 
colleagues who were not teetotalers, 
hecause the tax was an injury to Ireland, 
and because it forced immature and 
bad spirits on the market. He was 
persuaded that beer would bear a very 
much heavier taxation than at present. 
Certainly, as compared with the taxation 
on spirits, the tax on beer was very 
light indeed. They were not concerned 
there with the peerage and_beerage, 
although they knew their influence in 
the other House. It was well known 
that they produced a pure and whole- 
some spirit in Ireland, and that the 
people were a sober and temperate race. 
and it was absolutely indefensible 
for the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
representing the predominant partner, 
to put on a crushing tax on an article 
which was an Irish industry and an 
Irish article of consumption. He trusted | 
that, if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
could not see his way to announce a 
reduction of the tax this year, he might 
he able to give some indication in the 
future of a recognition of the 


near 
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| justice of their complaint, and give a 
promise to reduce the tax. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH said that the 
hon. Member opposite had called his 
attention to the fact that the opposition 
to this tax on the part of hon. Members 
from Ireland was a national protest 
against what they considered unjust 
taxation. He recognised entirely the 
correctness of that view. When new 
taxes were proposed in Parliament, as 
unfortunately sometimes happened, they 
were met with opposition from the in- 
affected. He found no fault 
with that; it was quite right that 
these industries should state their case. 
The hon. Gentleman had suggested 
that they would be much relieved if 
he could name a time when the duty 
on spirits would be reduced. He had 
had a warning on that last year. He 
believed last year, and the belief was 
shared by everyone else, that it would 
not be necessary to continue these duties . 
this year. In that he had been dis- 
appointed, and he was obliged to con- 
tinue them in order to meet expenditure. 
It would be worse than foolish if he 
were to yield to the blandishments of 
hon. Members opposite, and tell them 
now that this would be the last year 
in which these duties would be imposed. 
He should be very glad himself if that 
were the case, but he could make no 
promise. It had been pressed on the 
Committee that his proposals in regard 
to spirits were unfair as compared 
with those in reference to beer. But 
he had tried to remedy the inequality 
hy imposing in this very clause 1s. per 
barrel on beer and 6d. per gallon on 
spirits, whereas in former years it had 
been usual to impose the same increase 
on both. But he had done a little 
more. for where manufacturers of 
spirits used molasses he had allowed 
them to do so without paying the 
duty on molasses, while he had imposed 
a duty on sugar and other articles used 
in the manufacture of beer. Though 
hon. Gentlemen opposite alleged that 
the additional duty on spirits had been 
a great burden on the population of 
Ireland, it was a curious fact both in 
regard to beer and spirits that the tax had 
been paid, not by increasing the price to 
the consumers, but by giving them rather 
a different article than they had before ; 
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in fact. that the beer and the spirits 
had been watered in order to meet the 
tax. If that had been the result of the 
additional duty, the argument of the 
hon. Gentleman that imposing the 
additional 1s. had increased drunkenness 
was hardly warranted. 


Mr. FLYNN said what he intended 
to convey was that a high tax on whisky 
tempted dealers to sell new whisky, 
which was fiery and exceedingly bad for 
the consumer. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that this 
subject had been very carefully investi- | 
gated by a Committee of this House, 
and they came to the conclusion that 
it paid dealers very well to keep the 
spirits and mature them, so that there 
was no temptation to sell raw 
spirits. The hon. Member for Clare 
spoke of the additional duty on spirits 
as crippling one of the chief industries 
of Ireland, and he alluded to the fact | 
that a number of small distilleries in | 
Ireland which formerly existed had 
ceased to work. But that was only 
what had been seen in every part of 
the United Kingdom—the substitution 
of large concerns for a number of small 
ones. He had no doubt, however, that 
a much larger quantity of spirits was 
distilled in Ireland now, although there 
were fewer distilleries, and that the 
industry as a whole was infinitely more | 
flourishing than in former days. When | 
the hon. Member referred to the influence | 
of the brewing interest in England, and 
to the high position to which some 
persons connected with that industry 
had risen, he would remind him that 
there was a well-known brewery in 
Dublin belonging to a family two 
members of which were in the other 


House. He regretted that it had 
been his fate last year to propose 


these additional duties, and that it | 
was his fate this year to continue 
them, but he did so not with the least | 
wish or desire in his mind to do any 
injustice to Ireland. In fact, he had | 
shown a desire to do justice to Ireland 
by imposing one tax, of which Ireland 
would not pay a single penny. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said that 
he was glad to acknowledge that the 
speech of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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had been very conciliatory. The right 
hon. Gentleman stated that he had 
tried to lighten the taxation in Ireland 
by taxing whisky at 6d. and beer at 
Ils., but he considered that beer could 
barrel. He was sorry 
that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
been able to throw out to the Committee 
a hint as to when this tax would be 


reduced. He presented a rural con- 
stituency, and he was afraid that this 
increased taxation would injure the 


‘growth of barley in Ireland, and that 


foreign barley would be used in the 
manufacture of whisky, for manutfae- 
turers were apt, too, to look round and 
see whether they could get a cheap 
instead of good material. The right hon. 
Gentleman should have increased the 
taxation on champagne and other costly 
wines which the gentlemen of England, 
who were the cause of this war, thought 
so much of, and then he would not have 
required to impose an additional tax 
on a drink that was so largely made in 
Ireland. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
he had a few words to say in the interests 
of morality and happy homes. ‘There 
was a vast difference between the whisky 
made in the Highlands of Scotland and 
that made in the Lowlands. Highland 
whisky was}]a pure malt whisky, but 
a vast amount of the whisky made in the 
Lowlands was simply poison. What he 
said was, tax the bad whisky, and reduce 
the tax on the pure Highland malt 
wiisky. He was very glad that the 
right hon. Gentleman had raised the tax 
on beer, but it should be raised still more 
to place it on the level with the taxation 
on whisky. It was said that many 
young Scotchmen and Englishmen who 
went to the colonies and India to push 
their fortunes had the unfortunate habit 
of going in for a whisky and soda. If 
they would be so foolish as to take whisky 
and soda let them get good genuine, 
pure Highland malt whisky. He could 
assure the Committee that the High- 
landers drank very little whisky ; they 
could not afford it. The Londoner's 
notion was that the Highlander always 
went about attired in a kilt and with a 
bottle of whisky in his hand, but he 
could assure the Committee that High- 
landers were a very sober people. When 
they took a little whisky they enjoved 
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through a Scotch mist or in drenching 
rain, and he did not know what man 
would not. 


Mr. TULLY thought his hon. friend | 


who had just sat down had made out a 
very good case for Scotch whisky. 


*Mr. WEIR: Highland whisky—Ross- 


shire whisky. 


Mr. TULLY thought the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would be doing a 
national service if he differentiated so 
that good drink would have to bear light 


taxation, whereas bad stuff would be} 


The Chancellor | 


taxed out of existence. 
of the Exchequer had made a very con- 
ciliatory speech. 
allowed molasses to be used in the manu- 
facture of whisky without any taxation, 
whereas he had put a considerable tax on 
glucose which was used in beer, and he 
claimed that he was thereby favouring 
whisky and putting an additional tax 


on beer. But he did not go quite far 
enough. The right hon. Gentleman 


would have shown a greater desire to be 
fair to Ireland and the Highlands of 


{1 Juty 1901} 
it after crossing the wild mountains | was 
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nearly 500 per cent. of its cost. 
Last year the right hon. Gentle- 
man held out a hope that the 
increased taxation in whisky would 
only last a year, but this year he would 
not make any promise whatever. That 
was very unsatisfactory to the people 
of Ireland. Some people thought that 
they were promoting the cause of tem- 
perance by putting a tax on whisky. 
He did not think such a tax promoted 


the cause of temperance; on the con- 


He said that he had_| 


Scotland if he had followed the example | 
of Mr. Gladstone, who at the time of the | 
Crimean War increased the tax on beer | 


by 50 per cent. 


The right hon. Gentle- | 


man said that the tax on whisky and on | 
| war on women and children reflected 


beer bore equally so far as the quantity 


of aleohol each contained was concerned, | 


but that was not so. 


In Ireland 84 lb. | 


of barley would produce 44 gallons of | 


whisky, whereas that quantity in Eng- 
land would produce 36 gallons of beer. 
Again, a man spending a shilling on 
whisky in Ireland contributed 5d. to the 
revenue, whereas a man spending a 


trary, he thought that it promoted the 
cause of intemperance, because the 
result of putting a high tax on whisky 
was that inferior whisky, which was 
very injurious to health, was placed on 
the market, and it produced drunken- 
ness much more quickly than good 
whisky. As a matter of fact, a bottle of 
good whisky had no more intoxicating 
effect than a bottle of champagne.  Ire- 
land was already overtaxed to the extent 
of three millions, and if the people choose 
to spend a portion of their money on 
drink that was no reason why England 
should take out of the country three 
millions more than she was entitled to. 
He would support the Amendment 
because the money was to be used in 
furtherance of an iniquitous and 
cowardly war in South Africa, which 
had brought disgrace on the people of 
England. [Hon. MemBers: No,  no.| 
Did hon. Members imagine that waging 


glory on the British arms? He objected 
to the tax because it would be used for 
farm burning and for waging war against 
women and children in South Africa. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he was 


glad to hear the right hon. Gentleman 


‘the Member for West Monmouthshire 


shilling on beer in England only con- | 


tributed 14d. That was exceedingly 


unfair to Ireland. But his real object | 


in protesting against the tax was that it 
was to be used in furtherance of the war 
in South Africa. It was unfair that the 
Irish working men, who had always 


/on the poor. 


say that he was strongly opposed to any 
increase in direct taxation, because 
all indirect taxation pressed unfairly 
He rather gathered that 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer was favourable to that 


| 


opposed the war, and whose representa- | 
‘they had had certain definite promises 


tives voted against it, should be called 
upon to pay for it. Whisky was taxed 
beyond all reasonable bounds. It only 
cost about 2s. 3d. a gallon to produce, and 
yet the duty on it was lls. He knew of 


no other article on which the taxation | 
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view. One of the reasons why he 
intended to oppose the tax was that 


on more than one occasion that the 
continued imposition of the duties on 
whisky and beer would be reconsidered. 
The right hon. Gentleman said he was 
prepared to reconsider the matter at 


T 
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some future time, but as the right hon. | 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire pointed out, there would 
be still further demands for new taxation 
next year. The right hon. Gentleman 
claimed credit for imposing the coal 
tax, which would not fall on Ireland, but 
he had put on the sugar tax, which 
would fall on the poorest part of the 
population and lead to the withdrawal 
of £900,000 a year from Ireland. The 
Irish Members were bound to protest 
against the whisky tax on the general 
principle of the over taxation of Ireland. 
The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
fact that certain members of a great 
brewing firm in Ireland had reached 
the Upper House was in his opinion 
sufficient evidence that the industry 
was in a flourishing condition. That 
was one of the great misfortunes 
Ireland suffered from. The result of 
indirect taxation in Ireland had been to 
kill all the small distilleries and breweries. 
Forty or fifty years ago the tax on 
whisky was only 3s. 4d., and there was 
a small distillery in almost every county 
town. All that was now changed, and 
large distilleries and “ torchlight pro- 
cession” distilleries had sprung up in 
Belfast and a few other places which 
produced whisky not of the class with 
which hon. Members were acquainted. 
He should be glad if the right hon. 
Gentleman would differentiate and put a 
much higher tax on inferior whisky. 
Considered from the temperance point 
of view, the question was one which 
might lead to some divergence of opinion 
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even on the Irish Benches. He himself 
was a teetotaler, but he remembered 
that they had very few industries in 
Ireland, and distilling was one of them 
which the imposition of additional taxa- 
tion tended to destroy. It might be 
that they would be better off without 
whisky at all, but they should take 
things as they found them, and it was 
the duty of Irish Members, as long as 
society remained as it was, to do what 
little they could to protect the few 
remaining industries in Ireland. From 
that point of view he would support 
the Amendment. 


Mr. POWER said he thought it was 
proved that the whisky tax pressed 
untairly on Ireland, especially among 
the poor people. Sir Edward Clarke, 
who was a great ornament to the House 
of Commons, had said— 

“ The average expenditure per head in Great 
Britain on drink is £4 2s., and in Ireland, 
£2 13s. So unequal is the taxation on beer 
and spirits that the person in Great Britain 
who spends £4 2s. is taxed to the extent of 
15s. 6d., whereas the Irishman who spends 
only £2 13s. on drink is taxed to the extent of 
13s. 6d. 


He remarked that that showed that 
the contention of the Irish Members 
was absolutely correct. He would join 
his hon. friends in voting against the 
tax, which was particularly unfair to 
Ireland. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 301; 
Noes, 63. (Division List No, 302.) 


AYES. 


Acland- Hood, Capt. SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP.(Glouc., Stroud 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnoid-lorster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John 

Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hon.A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.GeraldW (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. K. R. (Christch.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst,Hon. Allen Benjamin 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol! 
Bell, Richard 


Mr. J. P. Farrell. 


Bolton, Thomas 
Bond, Edward 


Brigg, John 


Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 


Caldwell, James 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Big wood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 


Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Broadhurst, Henry 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, AlexanderH.(Shropsh.) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Brymer, William Ernest 

Bull, William James 


, Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 


Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
| Chamberlain,J.Austen (Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
' Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
| Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston,Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
| Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
| Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
| Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
| Crombie, John William 
| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
| Crossley, Sir Savile 
' Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Karl of 


Dolling 
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Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham | Joicey, Sir James 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) | Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 
Denny, Colonel | Kearley, Hudson EK. 
Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh. | Kemp, George 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.(Denbigh ) 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield Kenyon, James (Lanes, Bury) 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Keswick, William 
Duncan, J. Hastings King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Dunn, Sir William Knowles, Lees 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | Lambert, George 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William H. | Lambton, Hon. FrederickWm. 
Emmott, Alfred Lawson, John Grant 
Fardell, Sir T. George Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Fenwick, Charles Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | Leng, Sir John 
Finch, George H. Leveson-Gower, Frederick N.S. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Lewis, John Herbert 
Fisher, William Hayes | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Fison, Frederick William | Long,Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond {| Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol,S.) 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon | Lough, Thomas 
Fletcher, Sir Henry Lowe, Francis William 
Flower, Ernest | Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Fuller, J. M. F. | Lueas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Galloway, ‘Villiam Johnson Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth | 
Gladstone, Rt.HnHerbertJohn | Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Goddard, Daniel Ford Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G. E. 
Godson,SirAugustusFrederick | Macdona, John Cumming 
Gorlon,Hn.J. EK Elgin& Nairn) | MacIver, David (Liverpool) 
tg = J. (Londonderry, 8S.) Maconochie, A. W. 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop | M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv erpool) | 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | M‘ Calmont, Col.H.L.B.(Cambs. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. | 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Majendie, James A. H. 
Green,WalfordD.(Wednesbury | Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Greene, SirE.W(B’rySEdm’nds | Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W. F. | 
( treene, W.Raymond- ‘Cambs.) | Maxwell,RtHnSirH.E. (Wigt’n | 
Grenfell, William Henry Maxwell, WJ Hi Dumfriesshire) | 
Greville, Hon. Ronald Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William | 
Griffith, Ellis J. E Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Hain, Edward Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Hambro, Charles Eric Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Hamilton, RtHnlLordG(Midd’x | Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Hamilton,Marqof‘L’ndonderry | Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. | 
Hanbury, Rt.Hon.RobertWm. | Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester | Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Haslett, Sir James Horner | Morgan,Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. | 
Hay, Hon. Claude George | Morrell, George Herbert 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | Morrison, James Archibald 
Hayter, Rt.Hn. Sir Arthur D. |} Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Helder, Augustus Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport) | 
Helme, Norval Watson Mount, William Arthur 
Henderson, Alexander Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter |} Muntz, Philip A. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | Murray,RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Hogg, Lindsay Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Holland, William Henry Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside | New digate, Francis Alexander | 
Horniman, Frederick John Newnes, Sir George 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | Nicholson, W illiarn Graham 
Hoult, Joseph Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Howard,John(Kent,Faversh’m | Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Hudson, George Bickersteth | Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Parkes, Ebenezer 
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Clause 7 :— 
Mr. KEARLEY 


of Amendments standing in his name 
were consequential ; 


should pay the amount of duty to which 
they were liable and no more. Under 
the clause as it at present stood the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was able 
to bring into play the provisions of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1876, and since the 
resolution imposing this duty was carried 
those provisions had been enforced, with 
the result that when any merchandise 

was imported into this country contain- 
ing a percentage of a dutiable article, the 
duty was levied not upon that percentage 
only, but upon the full bulk weight ‘of 
the article. That was to say, that if a 
ton of merchandise contained 10 per cent. 
of a dutiable article, the duty was charged 
not upon the 10 per cent. but upon the 
whole ton weight. That was a very 
unfair method of proceeding, but it was 
perfectly justified under the provisions 
of the Act to which he had referred. 
The instructions issued to the Customs 
authorities by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
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| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
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O'Connor, James(Wicklow,W.) | 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool)) 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) | 


said the next group | 
' visions of the schedule to the 
and their objection | 
was to ensure that goods liable to duty | 





| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
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O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Malley, William 
| O’ Mara, James 
| O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
| Sullivan, Donal 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roche, John 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
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White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
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| TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Sir 
Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


chequer at the time the duty was im- 
posed stated that the duty should be 
charged, in accordance with the pro- 
Customs 
Tariff Act, 1876, on goods containing 
as a part or ingredient thereof any article 
liable to any of the duties. Accom- 
panying those instructions was an ex- 
planatory memorandum, to the follow- 
ing effect, of the manner in which the 
paragraph was to be regarded— 

‘“‘ The terms of this resolution are to be held 

as requiring that the duty should be levied on 
the full weight of all such articles at the 
highest rate of duty to which any part of 
ingredient of the article may be liable.” 
The result of this was that such articles, 
to take two examples, as canned fruits, 
containing 10 per cent. of sugar, or con- 
densed milk, containing 40 per cent. of 
sugar, were charged the sugar duty on 
their whole bulk weight, irrespective of 
the contents. If the several Amend- 
ments he suggested were adopted the 
clause would read thus— 

“Where any manufactured goods contain 
any article liable to any duty of Customs the 
duty should be charged in respect of such 
quantity of the articles as should be used in 
the manufacture or preparation of the goods, 
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and in case of goods containing more than | to apply this duty the difficulty became 
one such article it should he charged in a | , 1 . . 
similar manner on each article liable to duty | apparent. To charge the duty on the 


at the rate of the duty respectively applicable | full weight of condensed milk and many 


thereto.” articles of that type, in which the pro- 
The clause thus amended would be per- | PoTtion of sugar was much less than the 
fectly fair, which at present it was not. total bulk, would be entirely against the 
desire of Parliament and of himself. He 
Amendment proposed— therefore authorised the Customs, in- 
“In page 4, line 1, after the word ‘any’ | stead of levying the full duty chargeable 
to insert the word ‘ manufactured.’”—(Mr. | under the Act of 1876, to levy it under 
Kearley). | the second alternative in the clause. He 
j imight say that the clause was framed 
Question proposed, “That the word) jn order to give the Customs as much 
‘manufactured’ be there inserted.” —_| liberty in the matter as could possibly be 
wads given. It was extremely difficult to 
“Sir M. HICKS BEACH understood | make one rule applicable to all articles, 
that the hon. Member was prepared to| and therefore this clause was proposed, 
accept an amended form of the clause | giving alternatives to the Customs, with 
which he himself would move, and there-| the assent of the Treasury. as to the 
tore he hoped he would not unnecessarily | mode in which the duty should be levied. 
detain the Committee. He agreed, however, that the alterna- 
~~ . ___ | tives were too many, and he thought they 
Mr. KEARLEY said he did not desire | might properly as a rule adopt the 
to stand between the right hon. Gentle- | system now in force. It would be neces- 
man and his clause, but he thought it | sary, however, to retain the more strin- 
necessary that some explanation should gent provisions of the Customs Tariff 
be given of the effect of the Amendment. | Act, 1876, as a weapon for use in case of 
It was clear that the manner in which! need, and therefore his proposal was that 
the duty had been levied was not a fair | the clause should read as follows— 
one, and the present opportunity ought} « where any goods contain as a part or 
to be taken to explain how it had worked | ingredient thereof any article liable to any duty 
in the past, and what would be the effect | of Customs the duty shall be charged in respect 
in the future of the Amendment the | of page eae ei oe et in 
right hon. Gentleman was about to move, | the ec ane ian seegention: ef the galt, 
and which he was prepared to accept. and in the case of goods containing more 


Amendment, by leaye, withdrawn. —_| than one such article shall be charged at a 
rae ; | Similar manner on each article liable to duty 


: i , |at the rate of duty respectively — 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that when | thereto, unless the Treasury shall be of 
he proposed to impose the duty on sugar | year that it . engeccoge ed erg ipe estan 
» & 5 Dew ee Peer ae | OF the revenue tha e€ du y sha e charge 
he found the law with regard to the | in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act of 

amount of duty leviable on goods par- | 1876. 

— a = geil — if | He understood that the hon. Member 
us coneition: Dy the vustoms “aril | would be satisfied with the clause in that 

Act, 1876, it was enacted that goods con-| so.) 


taining as a part or ingredient any article . 
liable to duty should be charged with; Str JAMES JOICEY (Durham, 
Chester-le-Street) asked whether the 


the full duty payable on such articles, 
or, if composed of more than one article | clause would apply to coke. Coke was 
liable to duty, to the full duty payable | a manufactured article, one ton thereof 
on the articles charged at the highest | representing 60 per cent. of two tons of 
rate of duty. That had been the law | coal. 

a 1876, but he agreed with the hon. *Sir M. HICKS BEACH said the 

ember that it was not an equitable “Sasetlfennt © prositgeniel werent 

arrangement. The reason that its un- ee 
fairness had not been discovered before| Sir JAMES JOICEY reminded the 
was probably that there had been| right hon. Gentleman that during the 
so very few articles chargeable under | discussion on Clause 3 he promised to 
that provision, but directly they came | consider the question. 
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*Str M. HICKS BEACH: I shallcome! Question proposed, “ That those words 
to that at a later stage. _be there added.” 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said the pro-| Mr. TULLY, in supporting the Amend- 
posal of the Chancellor of the Exchequer ment, thought the income tax a very 
seemed a very fair one, and, as the hon. ' useful tax as long as it was confined to 
Member for Devonport was satisfied England, but inasmuch as it was one 
with It, probably the Committee would | of the means by which the over-taxation 
be willing to accept it. He thought, | of Ireland was kept up, he was justified 
however, that on this, as on other jp claiming that the clause should not 
clauses, the hon. Member had rendered | apply to that country. The tax was 
good service to the Committee by calling | increased in order to meet a portion of 
attention to matters which required the expenses of the iniquitous and 
amendment. |inglorious war in South Africa, in con- 

/nection with which British prestige had 

Mr. KEARLEY asked whether the! been dragged in the mire. The Chan- 
Amendment would override the general | cellor of the Exchequer had stated that 
instructions issued to the Customs in| the increase of the income tax last year 
regard to certain matters. | had yielded practically nothing so far as 

Ireland was concerned, and it was very 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It will apply probable that the same result would 
to those articles. * | occur this year. ; If the Committee were 
disposed to act in a fair spirit towards 

The Amendments proposed by the Ireland they would agree co this very 
Chancellor of the Exchequer ” were reasonable Amendment. Another objec- 
agreed to. tion to the tax was the inquisitorial way 
a ‘in which the provisions of the statute 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. were carried out. The practice in many 
’ parts of Ireland was year by year to 

Clauses 8 and 9 agreed to. increase the assessment upon which the 
tax was demanded until the person 

Clause 10 :— |aggrieved was forced to appeal, and a 


great number of people, especially ladies 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND moved with small private incomes, paid much 
to add at the end of Clause 10 the words| more than they ought rather than 
“ Provided always that this section shall subject themselves and their accounts 
not apply to Ireland.’ His object in| to the examination of the officials. He 
doing so was to pursue the general line had been told that if a person desired 
he had adopted of endeavouring to to pay only his fair proportion of the 
exclude Ireland from the scope of the | income tax he must keep either a perfect 
Bill. If any class in Ireland deserved set of books or no books at all. Un- 
to have to pay a portion of the expenses | fortunately, the Irish people in many 
of the war it was the class who paid | cases did not keep a perfect set of books, 
income tax to a large extent. Although | and they had not yet arrived at that 
he was speaking on behalf of a number | state of excellence in which no books at 
of people who had supported the war, all were kept. The consequence was 
and who, therefore, did not deserve to be | that the poorer classes of the income tax 
exempted, he thought that on the prin-| payers were hit very hardly by this 
ciple of objecting to Ireland paying any-| imposition, and, bearing in mind the 
thing in connection with the war expendi- | cause of the increase, the Nationalist 
ture, he was justified in moving this) Members would protest against the tax 

Amendment. on every possible occasion. 

| 
Amendment proposed— Question put. 


“In page 5, line 27, at the end, to add the | 


words, ‘ provided always, that this section shall | " : ide . 
not apply to Ireland.’”—(Mr. William, The Committee divided :—Ayes, 61 ; 


Redmond.) | Noes, 308. (Division List No. 303.) 
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| 
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Scott, Sir S.. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
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| Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 


| Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
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TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir William Walrond and! 
Mr. Anstruther. 


(Juestion proposed. “ That Clause 10, that curtailed form, he thought it was 


us amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint of great 
Boroughs) said he had 
ment on the Paper dealing 


better for him to address the House upon. 
the clause as a whole. 
importance, 
an Amend- revenue to be raised this year would. 
with |amount to £33,800,000. He hardly 


because the 


the important question of a graduated | thought that the House and the country 


income tax, 


Amendment was not in 


but a portion of 


that | fully realised 


order, and 


raised under this clause. 
rather than present it to the House in| much again as the Customs duties, and. 


the amount of taxation. 


It was half as 
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| Sassoon, Sir Edtvard Albert 


It was a question. 
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considerably more than the amount{into deeds of justice. He did not 
raised by Excise. The Chancellor of the! wish to pile up taxes upon rich 
Exchequer had stated that it was im-| people simply because they were 
possible for him to adopt a direct system wealthy, but he did think that the 
of graduation, but he saw no reason why | capacity of each class to bear taxation 
the right hon. Gentleman should not ought to be carefully considered. This 
extend the existing system of graduation | was not in any sense or degree a party 
by exemption, which had worked so well | question, and he hoped that right hon. 
in practice, and which, as far as he} and hon. Gentlemen on the other side 
could see, could be very easily extended. | of the House would do what they could 











This wasnonewprinciple, but one to which 
the House of Commons had repeatedly 
and deliberately given its sanction. It was 
said that the estate duty was imposed 


to redress the inequalities between the | 


receivers of large and small incomes 
respectively. That object had been ac- 
complished to a certain extent, but owing 
to the large additions made to the 


income tax circumstances had materially | 


changed. In the year 1897-8 the, 
income tax produced a little over) 
£17,000,000 and the estate duty) 


£11,000,000. Next year the income’ 
tax realised £18,000,000 and the estate 
duty £11,400,000. For 1900-1 the 
income tax produced £26,920,000 and | 
the estate duty nearly £13,000,000. 
Estimate for 1901-2 was £14,000,000 


for the estate duty and the amount | 
‘in a year when it is necessary to ask 


derivable from the income tax was put 
at £33,800,000. Three years ago the 
estate duty fell short of the income tax | 
by £6,600,000, but in the current year 
it would fall short by something 
like £19,000,000. Under those circum- | 
stances a very great change had/| 
occurred in the relative incidence of | 
the income tax and the estate duty, | 
and this change was so great as to 
justify the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 

making great changes in the incidence of 
the tax itself. He was not asking the 

right hon. Gentleman to adopt any new 

principle whatever, for he asked simply 

for an extension and an enlargement 

of the old principle upon which they had 

been working with great success for 

some years past. He wished to extend | 
the principle of abatement to a very| 
deserving class of taxpayers with small | 
incomes, upon whom this burden fell with | 
considerable weight. The right hon. | 
Gentleman reminded the merchants of ! 
the City of London the other day of the 

position of the poorer taxpayers, and he 
would now ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to translate those words of sympathy 


| payers of income tax. 


The | 





| to bring about a better state of things. 

| 

| *Sin M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
|Member has very briefly and in a 
manner which I entirely appreciate 
dealt with this very important sub- 
ject. I think the matter goes tar 
beyond the suggestion which the hon. 
Member has made to the Committee. 
The hon. Member has referred to the 
extension of the system of abatements 
for which I was responsible some years 
ago, and has admitted that it conters 
a very material relief on the smaller 
I was able to deal 
with the matter upon that occasion 
because it was a year in which it was not 
necessary for me to ask Parliament 
for an increase of the income tax. | 
confess that I see the gravest objection 


for such an increase to commit what 
would be almost an act of financial 
immorality, by bribing the largest 
number of those who pay income 
tax to assent to an increase of the income 
tax which they would hardly at all 
feel themselves. If this matter is to be 
approached again—I do not at all deny 
that it may be necessary to approach it 
again—it ought to be approached in a 
year when it is not desired to make an 
increase in the income tax. The hon. 
Member himself has upon the Paper a 
proposal for dealing with it in a 
much broader way than that which he 
has suggested. He has suggested 
a larger abatement of income tax 
to all incomes below £700, but that 
extension is not a very great one. At 
present a person possessing an income 
of £200 a year practically pays less 
than 3d. in the £ income tax, owing to the 
system of abatements; if he possesses 
an income of £300 he pays about 64d. ; 
if he has an income of £400 he pays 
about 8}d.; £500, about 93d. ; £600, 
a little over 11d. ; and £700, about 124d. 








523 Finance {COMMONS} Bill. 594 


That is assuming the general rate of | hon. Gentleman refers was redressed by 
income tax to be 14d. in the £. These are | the Finance Act of 1894; but I quite 
substantial abatements, and though | admit that if a permanent income-tax 
these rates are rather less than the) of 1s. 2d. were imposed it might he 
abatements proposed in the scale of the| necessary to reconsider this question. 
hon. Member, I think the hon. Member | If we had to do so I would sug- 
will admit that they are not so very} gest that it should not be done by 
materially less as to afford any great| any attempt at reconstruction of the 
reason for complaint. Then the hon.|income-tax. That, I believe, would 
Member goes on to propose in his|be very dangerous. The principle 
scale a further abatement on incomes | adopted in 1894 should be adopted, of 
between £700 and £2,000 a _ year.|imposing some compensatory taxation 
That proposal would deprive the|to equalise the taxation of the richer 
Exchequer of a very large portion of| with that of the poorer class of income- 
the yield of the income tax, because,|tax payers. I will not bind myself to 
thanks to the great diffusion of wealth | any plan or policy in the matter. I will 
in this country, a large amount of the | only repeat my protest against the idea 
income tax is paid by persons having | of making such changes in the income- 
incomes of between £700 and £2,000 | tax itself as were suggested in the Amend- 
a year. So far as it is possible to| ment and indicate my own belief that the 
make a calculation on this matter, it | matter must be approached in the way 
has been calculated by the Inland | I have suggested. 

Revenue officials that this year the hon. | 

Member’s scheme, if it could be worked! Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
out, would deprive the Revenue of; Molton) said they were indebted to the 
something like from £7,000,000 to} right hon. Gentleman for devoting his 
£10,000,000. No doubt the hon. Gen-| speech to an Amendment which had not 
tleman has tried to make up for the| been moved. He was afraid that the 
loss by imposing on the highest in-| right hon. Gentleman’s supporters would 
comes as much as he thought should} not thank him for saying that it would 
reasonably fall on them. He had, in| be financially immoral to relieve the 
fact, proposed to charge the highest | smaller class of income taxpayers. 
incomes 2s. in the pound, when the| 

average is 1s. 2d. That is clearly in-| *g7; M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 
sufficient to make up the deficiency on! gay that. I said that it would be finan- 
‘the lower grades. The hon. Gentleman ¢jally immoral to do it in the year when 
might say, “ Oh, I will charge the higher jt was necessary to ask for an increase 
incomes more,” but he will find that that | jn the income tax. 

would land him in enormous difficulty. 
If the income-tax was to be graduated) yp LAMBERT said he had_ seen 
the process of self-assessment must be! letters from a large number of gentlemen 
trusted to, and under that process, owing | who called themselves Conservatives, 
sometemes to fraud, but more com- _which appeared in the Standard news- 
monly _ t0 ignorance or carelessness, ' paper, and they expressed themselves 
most inaccurate returns are made. I very strongly upon this point. He con- 
have myself seen most remarkable cases. gratulated the Chancellor of the Ex- 
I have seen returns made by well-known chequer upon having become a convert 
men, men ol the highest integrity and 'to the principle laid down by the late 
probity, which were absolutely inaccu-| Chancellor of the Exchequer in his Bill 
rate; and I am quite sure that there of 1g94 He supported the right hon. 
would be nothing more dangerous to | (Gentleman the Member for West 
the system than to adopt any plan which | \onmouthshire upon that occasion, 
would increase the amount of ‘self- | ond he tiie thet thee wil 
assessment now necessary under Sche-| 1, more vehement opponent of that 


dule D. I will not attempt to detain the | principle than the Chancellor of the 
a an gf ne ae opeggigat this Exchequer himself, for he smote the 
matter, tor unk that to a very 


Member for West Monmouthshire hip 
“great extent the inequality to which the and thigh. The income tax was not an 


Sir M. Ticks Beach. 
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emergency tax, as when Sir Robert Peel { who have the larger means should pay the 


introduced it ; it was now a permanent higher proportion. 


tax, and the right hon. Gentleman had 
stated that if the ordinary expenditure 
of the country went on at its present 
rate it would have to remain at 1s. in the 


£. The Committee were therefore en- | 


titled to ask that some relief should be 
given to those who paid the tax upon 
the smallest incomes. In _ his 
speech in 1853, Mr. Gladstone said— 


“[ do not at all deny that the case of the | 
professional man appeals to our sympathies. | 
In my opinion it is one of the reasons which | 


indicate that the tax ought to be a temporary 
fax,” 


There was a great difference between | 


the professional man who earned _ his 


income from year to year and the man | 


who derived his income from invested 
property. The tax fell upon him with 
especial severity, and he was entitled to 
a further abatement. He had to make 
provision for his family, otherwise when 
he died they would be left practically 
destitute. 


himself. 


which ought not to be. 
keep up a certain appearance, and they 


did not care to claim abatements, because | 


it involved the examination of their ac- 
counts by people who lived in the dis- 
trict. Sir D. Barbour, in his Report with 
reference to the Transvaal, stated that 
in the colonies there was a strong dislike 
to an income tax. 
England. Nobody liked to pay income 


tax, but it had to be paid in order to meet | 


the warlike expenditure of the country. 
Why, however, they should have to pay 
it in this country, while they did not in 
the colonies, he could not understand. 


But that did not affect the argument | 
he had endeavoured to place before the | 


right hon. Gentleman, and he hoped 
that the professional class would receive 


more liberal treatment than they had | 


hitherto done. 


sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I think 


my hon. friend who opened this discussion | 


may be tolerably well satisfied with the 
answer he has received from the Chan- 
¢eellor of the Exchequer. I see nothing 


in the principle of a graduated income | 


tax which can be objected to. It is 
founded on a sound principle--that those 


great | 


If he insured his life he at} 
once imposed a considerable tax upon 
In country districts a con-| 
- siderable amount of income tax was paid | 


People had to | 


So there was in'| 


' years we have increased by £30,000,000 


That is a principle 
| which Parliament adopted—-and which 
_has been followed since by those who 
| have been responsible for the finances of 
' this country—-in the changes that were 
made in the death duties of 1894. 1 
' have never been able hitherto to support 
a graduated income tax, for the reasons 
which have been stated by the Chancellor 
| of the Exchequer as to the difficulty of 
collection. It is much more difficult to 
get a man to state every year the whole 
aggregate of his income than it is to 
ascertain it once in a lifetime. One of 
the reasons which have so largely in- 
creased the receipts from the income tax 
is the fact that people are not called upon 
to state all their income; the tax is 
collected at the source, and no doubt 
it is more adequately and efficiently 
collected in that way. We must be very 
careful not to disturb the framework of 
the income tax, which is one of the chiet 
pillars of the revenue of this country, 
and if we take any course which makes 
it more odious or oppressive than it is at 
present, we shall endanger the whole 
tax. The right hon. Gentleman has said, 
what is painfully true, that in spite of all 
these objections, we are closely arriving at 
a stage when we must face all these diffi- 
culties, for the expenditure of the country 
is such that we shall have to resort to 
even the most objectionable taxes, col- 
lected in the most objectionable way, in 
order to meet the expenditure. The 
right hon. Gentleman said that if the 
income tax is to remain at 1s. 2d. in the 
pound, it would have to be reconsidered. 
I wish I could think that it would be 
reconsidered in the sense of giving greater 
abatements to the poorer people. I am 
afraid you will never beable to give greater 
abatements than you give at present. 
| What we have to look to is a higher scale 
|for the richer people. That will be the 
| tendency of the alteration of the income 
'tax. You cannot afford, in consequence 
‘of the poverty which is created in the 
revenue by your expenditure, to give 
relief either by diminishing the tax or by 
increasing the abatements to the poorer 
‘classes. What you will have to do will 
be to impose new taxes, and to raise the 
taxes you have already. It cannot be 
| repeated too often that in the last five 
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or 


the normal expenditure of the country. 


That is the yield of the income tax at | 
1s. 2d. in the pound, and, if we are, 
going on in the next five years at that. 


rate, the doubling of the tax to 2s. 4d. 
would not meet the increased ex- 
penditure of the country. Therefore, 


when we are discussing this question, | 
mind that we| 


we must bear in 
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agreed that incomes derived from the 
personal labour of individuals ought not 
to be taxed so high as the incomes derived 
by rich men without any exercise of 
brain or body. This hypothetical method 
of assessing the income tax was an extra- 


ordinary one, and could not be supported 


must not be too particular about the, 


oppressive character of the tax. 
we have got to do is to collect such a 
revenue as nobody has hitherto ever 
contemplated and, as far as I can see, we 
shall go on increasing our expenditure, 
and, consequently, making taxation more 
oppressive year after year. Therefore, I 
only desire to say that, whatever may be 
the objections as to the difficulties of 


What | 


| the future. 


by argument. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie) said the Committee would 
recognise that this was a very grave 
and important vote. He desired to 
express his concurrence with the remarks 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in regard to the incidence of this tax in 
He did not think there was 


_any prospect of getting the income tax 


collection, I for one entertain no objec- | 


tion whatever in principle to the gradua- 
tion of the income tax. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that one very important class had not 
been mentioned in the debate, namely, 
the business and commercial men. The 
method adopted in regard to the impo- 
sition of the income tax upon this class 
was exceedingly peculiar. The business 
man received a form at the beginning of 
the year, and was expected to record the 
amount he would realise by his business 
transactions in the course of that year. 
No man could tell exactly how much 


he would make, but year after year the | 


most excessive demands were made, with 
the result that the business men of 
Ireland paid the tax on incomes far in 
excess of the amount they were likely to 
realise. 
a higher scale than they were really liable 
to, rather than undergo the ordeal to 
which they were subjected if they 
appealed against their assessments. The 
whole system was a failure. The price of 
labour had increased considerably, and 
the difficulty of carrying on successful 
business enterprises grew greater every 
day. He had been asked by several 
leading merchants in Dublin to mention 
the unsatisfactory method adopted of 
assessing this tax. If a business man 


Many men preferred to pay 0D | the Exchequer found it necessary to 


at a much lower rate for many years, and 
he thought some means would have to be 
found by which the incomes of the salaried 
classes would be relieved. He thought 
the right hon. Gentleman had made 
it clear that there was no possible way of 
carrying out a system of graduation, 
and he sympathised with the views 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had placed before the House. 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said that 
to his mind the direction which any 
change in the income tax should take 
ought to be to raise the tax on the larger 
incomes. In this way a large income 
would be derived, and the tax could 
be very easily collected. Not a single 
word of objection to this increase in the 
income tax had come from the Govern- 


‘ment side of the House, and therefore 
| he trusted that when the Chancellor of 


'impose further taxation he would again 
‘increase the income tax, as apparently 


that was the form in which increased 
burdens were least objected to by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. 


Mr. FLYNN was in full sympathy 
with the remarks which had been made 
with regard to the professional men. In 
Ireland within the last few months the 
authorities hadinstituteda regular system 


‘of inquisition of a very pronounced 


went before the assessor he had to bring | 
forward his books, and he was contra- | 


dicted upon everything, and the assessor 
did not believe him. He thought this 
was a point worthy of some attention 
from the right hon. Gentleman. He 


Sir William Harcourt. 


character. It was impossible for a trader 
to state at the beginning of the financial 
year how much his profits for the year 
would be, and it was no good his taking 
an average of the past three years, because 


. probably he had been paying on a larger 
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sum than that for which he was liable. 
The whole system was irrational and 
unbusinesslike. He fully agreed with 
the principle enunciated by the hon. 
Member for Flint Boroughs. The higher 
the income the easier it was to be ascer- 
tained, and the Income Tax Commis- 
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sioners obtained the full amount with 
the least trouble and the greatest cer- 
tainty. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 217 ; 
Noes, 58. (Division List No. 304.) 
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Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
‘Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, [Irwin Edward Bainbridge | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
€ ‘rossley,#Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m | 
Dewar. T, R.(T’rH’m!’ts,S.Geo. | 
Dickson- Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elibauk, Master of 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ral ph Douglas | 
Evans, Samuel T. (fiammergen | 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. | 
F inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 








| Lewis, John Herbert 


AYES. 


Fison, Frederick Wm. 
Fuller, J. M. F. 


| Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Godson, SirAu ustusF idaho | | 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon, J.(Londonderry,South 
Gore, HnGR. C.Ormshy-(Salop | 
Gore,‘Hn. 8. F. Ormsby-(Line. | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, WalfordD.(Wednesb’y) | 
Greene,SirE W: (B’ySEdm’ nds) | 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Hambro, Charles Eric 
Hamilton, RtHnLordG(Mit’x) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. Wm, | 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helder, , Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) | 
Hobhouse, C. E.H. (Bristol ,E. 
Hope, J. F(Sheffield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph | 
Howard,John( Kent, Faversh. ) | 
Jessel, Capt. Herb. Merton 
Johnston, Wm. (Belfast) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William(Carnarvonsh.) | 
Kemp, George | 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) | 
Kenyon. Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 


| Keswick, William 


Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Lawson, John Grant 

| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) | 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) | 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. | 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
a Col. F. (Lowestoft) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, Rt. Hn. W. G. E. 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornw’ll) 


| Ridley, 8 
| Ritchie, Rt. Hn. C. Thomson 


| M‘Calmont,Col. HLB(Cambs. ) 


M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh,W. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. WF. 
Maxwell, W.J.HDumfries-sh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


| | Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. S. (Hants. ) 
Moore, Wu. (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton,ArthurH. A(Deptford) 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Mount, "WwW illiam Arthur 


| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 


| Parkes, Ebenezer 


Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Penn, John 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, “W. alter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 

| Priestley, Arthur 

Pryce- Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 


Ratcliff, R. S. 
| Rea, Russell 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
F. (Bethnal Green) 


Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
Royds, “ee Molyneux 
Russell, T. V 


Sackville, col ‘s. G. Stopford- 


Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 


| Saunderson,RtHn. Col. Edw.J. 
| Scott, Sir S. ( Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 


Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, W illiam Edw. T. 


| Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 


Smith, Abel H.(Hertford,East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb.,T’neside 
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Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
Stock, James Henry 

Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUni. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | 


{COMMONS} 


Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JobnCatheart(Orkney) | 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E.(Notts. | 
White, George (Norfolk) 
| White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Williams,Col. R. (Dorset) | 
Willox, Sir John Archibald | 
Wills, Sir Frederick | 
Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R.) | 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
| Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E R.(Bath 


Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
| Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Allen,Chas. P.(Glouc., Stroud) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Senden, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dufty, William J. 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, Jobn 


Joyce, Michael 
Lundon, W. 


Murphy, John 


O’Dowd, John 


Clause 11 :— 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That Clause 11 
stand part of the Bill.” 


{ Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he 
anticipated that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would now move to re- 
port progress. The right hon. Gentle- 
man had made most unexpected progress 
with the Bill, and in view of the certainty 
that the measure would be disposed of | 
at another sitting he asked the right | 
hon. Gentleman not to proceed further, | 
and allow them to go to bed. | 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I would ask | 
the Committee to proceed a little further. | 
I am prepared to accept the clause stand- | 
ing in the name of the hon. Member for 
West Islington, and I believe that the 
clause in the name of the hon. Member 
for East Toxteth is out of order. When | 
we reach the end of the new clauses I 
will move to report progress and take 
the schedules to-morrow. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he! 


thought this course was most ieee 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Leamy, Edmund 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 

Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
| O’Brien, Kendal(T’p 

O’Brien, Patrick mre 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 

O'CainerJemate 

O'Doherty, William 

O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
'rryMid. | Tully, Jasper 
kenny) | White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


icklow,W. | 

| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 

Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


able. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had conducted this Bill in a most con- 
ciliatory spirit and most skilfully. He 
had conducted it through the House 
without applying the closure, but he 
thought he was a little unreasonable now, 
and he begged to move that progress be 
reported. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Well, I will 
not begin quarrelling now. 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again to-morrow. 
EDUCATION BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. 


Bill withdrawn. 


It being One of the clock, Mr. SPEAKER 
adjourned the House without Question 
put. 


Adjourned at One of the clock. 
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533 Royal 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, 2nd July, 1901. | 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 

Read 2¢ (according to Order): Com- 
mittee negatived: Then Standing Order | 
No. XXXIX. considered (according to | 
Order), and dispensed with: Bill read 34, 
and passed. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


COMMISSION. 


The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :— 
. Civil List. 
Consolidated Fund (No. 2). 
Demise of the Crown. 
Purchase of Land (Ireland). 
Paisley Gas Provisional Order. 
Thames and Severn Canal Pro- | 
visional Order. | 
7. Grangemouth Water Provisional | 
Order Confirmation. | 
8. Scottish Provident Institution Pro- | | 
— Order Confirmation. 
9. Ardrossan Harbour 
ieinciies 
10. Ayr Harbour Order Confirmation. | 
11. Highland Railway Order Con-| 
firmation. | 
12. Hamilton Burgh Provisional Order 
Confirmation. 
13. Falkirk and District Tramways | 
Order Confirmation. 
14. Military Lands Provisional Orders. | 
15. Metropolitan Common Scheme 
(Ham) Provisional Order. 
16. Education Board 
.“s Confirmation (Acton). 
Local Government (Ireland) Pro-| 
Frit: Order (No. 1). 
18. Local Government (Ireland) Pro- | 
visional Orders (No. 2). 





oye gs 80 


Order Con- | 


sini 


19. Electric Lighting Provistensl' 
Orders (No. 2). | 

20. Electric Lighting Provisional | 
Orders (No. 3). | 

21. Electric Lighting Provisional | 
Orders (No. 4). 

22. Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 1). 

23. Local Government Provisional 


Orders (No. 2). | 
VOL. XCVI. 
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Assent. 534 
24. Local Government Provisional 
eas (No. 3). 
Local Government Provisional 
esas (Gas). 
| 26. Local Government Provisional 
| Orders (Poor Law). 
27. Commons Regulation and In- 


closure (Skipwith) Provisional Orders. 

28. Drainage and Improvement of 
Lands (Ireland) ) Provisional Order. 

29. Metropolitan Common Scheme 
(Orpington) Provisional Order. 

30. Ardrossan Gas and Water Order 
Confirmation. 

31. North British and Mercantile 
Insurance Company’s Provisional Order 

32. Arizona Copper Company, Limited 
Order Confirmation. 


33. Inclosure (Sutton) Provisional 
Order. 

34. Pier and Harbour Provisional 
Orders (No. 1). 

35. Henry Diaper and Company 


| (Delivery W ‘arrants). 


36. Gravesend Gas. 

37. Honley Urban District Council 

38. Folkestone Corporation. 

39. Gateshead and District Tramways. 

40. Bath Gas Light and Coke. 

41. Bristol, Clifton, and West of 
England Zoological Society. 

42. Royal Exchange Assurance. 

43. Sheffield District Railway. 

44. Alfreton Gas. 

45. Omagh Gas. 

46. Oakham Water. 

47. London Bridge Widening. 

48. Neath Harbour. 

49. Thames Deep Water Dock. 

50. London (City) School for Orphans 
of Freemen. 

a Otley Gas. 

Horley District Gas. 

53. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board 
(Canada Dock Works, etc.) 

54. Bury Corporation Tramways. 

55. Great Northern Railway. 

56. Midland Railway. 

57. Irish Presbyterian Church. 

58. British Gas Light Company. 

59. Nitrate Railways Company. 

60. Rodgers’ Patent. 


61. Aspatria, Silloth, and District 


| Water. 


62. Newcastle-upon-Tyne and Gates- 
head Gas. 

63. Shrewsbury Gas. 

U 
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64. Cardiff Corporation. 
65. Leatherhead Gas. 
66. West Surrey Water. 
67. Milford Docks. 


68. Mersey Docks and Harbour Board. 


{LORDS} 





Peer, 536 


| Then it was moved that the Bill of 
| Indictment for Felony found by the Grand 
Jury of the Central Criminal Court 
against John Francis Stanley Ear! Russell 
_be removed before this House, and that a 


69. Sutton-in-Ashfield Urban District | Writ of Certiorari be issued for that pur- 


(Water). 
70. City and South London Railway. 
71. New Swindon Gas. 


72. Dublin St. James’ Gate Brewery 


Tramways. 
73. Cambrian Railways. 


74. Glasgow and Renfrew District | 


Railway Transfer. 
75. London Riverside Fish Market. 


pose. 


The Clerk of the Central Criminal 
Court delivers at the Bar the return to 
the Writ of Certiorari and the Bill of 
Indictment. 


It was moved that the said John 
| Francis Stanley Earl Russell be admitted 


76. Mall. Barniley. and Weet Ridine | ° bail.—( The Chairman of Committees.) 


Junction Railway and Dock. 
77. North-Eastern Railway. 
78. Chester Gas. 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 
Second Report from the Select Com- 
mittee made, and to be printed, and to be 
considered on Thursday next. 


Ordered That the Gentleman Usher of 
the Black Rod attending this House do 
forthwith take into his custody the body 
of John Francis Stanley Earl Russell. 


The Gentleman Usher of the Black | 


Rod acquainted the House, That he had 


(No. 145.) | 


On question, resolved in the affirma- 
| tive, and ordered accordingly. 


Ordered That his Lordship do produce 
two sureties to be bound each of them 
in £500, and his Lordship in £1,000, for 
his appearance before the House at any 
| time when he shall be so ordered. 


His Lordship was then brought to the 
| Bar by the Gentleman Usher of the 
Black Rod, and informed accordingly ; 
'and his Lordship and his sureties entered 
into the said recognisances. 


Ordered That John Francis Stanley 
Earl Russell be discharged upon the 


accordingly taken the said John Francis | bail he has given in the House of Peers 


Stanley Earl Russell, and had him now 
in ‘custody. 


fThen, by direction of the House, the 


said John Francis Stanley Earl Russell | 


was brought to the Bar, where his Lord- 
ship kneeled, till he was acquainted by 
the Lord Chancellor that he might rise. 


Then the Lord Chancellor acquainted 
the said John Francis Stanley Earl 
Russell ‘‘ That unless his Lordship had 
anything now to offer to the House he 
must be taken from the Bar.” 


Then his Lordship stated that he pro- 
posed to present a petition, praying that 
the hearing of the case might be post- 
poned, in order that he might have time 
to prepare a case in answer to the indict- 
ment for bigamy. 


Ordered That the said petition be taken 
into consideration on Thursday next. 


Then his Lordship was taken from 
the Bar. 





from the custody of the Black Rod. 
His Lordship was informed accordingly. 


Petition of the Right Honourable John 
Francis Stanley Earl Russell, praying 
‘that, in the matter of his approaching 
‘trial for felony before this honourable 
House, counsel and solicitors may be 
assigned to him to conduct his defence, 
/and that he may be allowed an order for 
his witnesses to attend the said trial ; 
read, and ordered as prayed. 


TOOK THE OATH. 


| 


| The Lord Howth (£. Howth) took 
‘the Oath. 


SAT FIRST. 


The Lord Ettrick (L. Napier) sat 
first in Parliament after the death of 


his father. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 


| I have an Amendment on the Paper to 
leave out Clause 18 of this Bill, which, 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | I think, raises an important point. 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | Clause 18 is as follows— 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates | «The Company in addition to any other 
from the Examiners that the further | lands which by this Act they are authorised to 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol-| acquire may by agreement trom time to time 


- : a : th -__ | Purchase additional land for any of the extra- 
lowing Bills have been complied with :—— | ¢, dinsry purposes specified in the Railway 


Barry Railway. Clauses Consolidation Act, 1845, connected 
Stratford-upon-Avon, Lowcester, and | with their undertaking not exceeding in 
Midland Junction, East and West | quantity one hundred acres, but nothing in 
aap aeliadiens ead anil . | that Act or in this Act shall exempt the Com- 
Junction, and Evesham, Redditch, pany from any indictment action or other pro- 
and Stratford-upon-Avon Junction | ceeding for nuisance in the event of any 
Railway Companies. | nuisance being caused or permitted by them 
Shipley improvement ' upon any land purchased under aaa? — of 
‘ : ' this section.” 


The same were ordered to lie upon the |, : P : 
Table 'The ordinary practice when railway 


companies desire to take land is to 
2 in the Bill the land they desi 

LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- aga ua sapere! : soap me * "a 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. ee ee er ae aes 

which land has been sanctioned to be 


taken by agreement, without specifying 
the particular land, tor what are called 
extraordinary purposes ; that is to say, 
for the purposes of stations, roads, 
BURGESS HILL WATER BILL (ON RE- giving access to stations, and so forths 
pire cnigisenestinat _ The object with which that concession 

LONDON pied aca (MONEY) has been made to railway companies is 
F : one with which | am entirely in accords 

Reported without Amendment. I agree that it should be possible to get 
possession of land for publie purposes 

PRESTATYN WATER BILL [u.1.]. at a reasonable rate without the land 
POULTON-LE-FYLDE GAS BILL [u.t.]. being forced up unduly, because the 
Commons’ Amendments considered, OWners of it know that it is required 
and agreed to. for public purposes. But while I think 
it is highly desirable that these powers 


FINCHLEY AND HENDON TRAMWAYS should be given, I'think they are powers 


The King’s consent signified; and 
Bill reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


BILL [uu]. ~ which should be carefully watched, 
NOW and hedged in on behalf of the persons 
HENDON TRAMWAYS BILL [u.1.]. who live in the districts affected. These 


| general powers to acquire land are not, 
/perhaps, of very great importance in 
rural districts; but when they come to 
A be applied in our great urban centres, 
ae ee AND HARBOUR eimeuel 'and especially in London, they seem to 
TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL. ™€ to involve serious considerations, 
LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN _ DIS- and the terms on which they are given 
“TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. should be carefully considered. In this 
Read 9*, with the Anssidieuts end! particular case I should like to say that I 


7 | speak with no feeling of hostility to the 
passed, and returned to the Commons. | (y ..¢ Eastern Railway Company, be- 


cause I do not think, so far as London is 
concerned, there is any railway company 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the | 
Commons. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Order of the Day for the{Third Reading | which has done so much good, or which, 
| by its extensions, has done so much to 
| assist the settlement of the great housing 
problem which is so constantly before 


U2 


read. 


Bill read 34 with the Amendments. 
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us. Yet I do think, in this particular 


case, that the company is asking for | 


powers which are in extent unprece- 
dented, and which require some con- 
sideration at your Lordships’ hands. 
Clause 18, as I have already stated, 
proposes to give the Great Eastern Rail- 
way Company power to take one hundred 
acres of land by agreement. So far as 
[am able to learn, this figure is greater 
than has ever before been proposed 
in any Bill of the sort. It is true that 
the Great Eastern Railway Company 
obtained power some years ago under 
a similar clause to take seventy-five acres, 
but with that exception the highest 
amount of land taken has been forty 
or fifty acres, and in many cases it has 
not been higher than four, five, and 
six acres. If the Great Eastern Railway 
Company obtain the powers asked 
for in this Bill it will be able to take with- 
in the area of Greater London one- 
hundred acres of land for these purposes. 
I do not say that the company intends 
to take so much, but it has the power to 
do so. I think your Lordships will 
agree with me it is desirable, if 
anything like that amount, or even if 
a smaller amount of land is to be taken 
within the county of London, that it 
should be taken under conditions which 
will secure that the interests of those 
dwelling in London shall be carefully 
guarded. The position of the county 
of London is different from that of any 
other area. It is thickly built upon, 
and the taking of even a small portion 
of land for purposes like these must 
necessarily involve the displacement of a 
considerable body of people, and consider- 
able changes in the arrangement of 
roads and so forth. The London County 
Council has certain large powers in 
London both with regard to the widening 
and improvement of roads, and also 
under the Building Act. I will leave 
out the question of housing altogether, 
because I think the model clause inserted 
in the Bill largely meets the case under 
that particular head. When _ these 
operations take place for the erection 
of new stations and so forth in London, 
oceasion is generally taken to improve 
the conditions of the surroundings of 
those stations, and it is usual that such 
improvements should be made in the 
more thickly populated parts of London. 


Lord Tweedmouth. 


{LORDS} 


_London County Council. 
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\If you pass this clause as it stands, 


the London County Council is placed in 
this position, that the company can 
acquire these lands by agreement, and is 


/not bound to give any notice whatever 


to the London County Council before 
such purchase is made. Therefore, the 
whole of the arrangements are completed 
before the local authority has any say 
whatever inthe matter. That, I venture 
to think, is not a desirable condition of 
things. I contend that the local author- 
ity—the London County Council—should 
have prior information—not, of course, 
for publication, but for their own private 
use—and should be in a position to take 
such steps as might be desirable for the 
benefit of the people living in the districts 
in which these enlargements and exten- 
sions of railway stations, etc., are to be 
made. 

I have, I think, a very strong pre- 
cedent in favour of the point which I am 
urging, because so recently as last year 
the London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Company obtained powers simi- 
lar to those which are now asked for by 
the Great Eastern Railway Company, 
and in their Bill they consented to only 
exercise those powers with the consent 
of the London County Council. It is 
perfectly true that that company only 
asked for powers in respect of five acres 
of land, but still the company was per- 
fectly ready to consent to the condition 
that its power of purchase should only 
be exercised with the consent of the 
If the Great 
Eastern Railway Company is willing to 
come under a similar obligation, I will 
step aside and have not a word more to 
say. The two points I wish to urge are 
these—In the first place, that it is not 
right that a company should have the 
power of taking as much as 100 acres 
under these conditions, and especially in 
so densely populated a district as the 
county of London ; and, secondly, that 
if the company is to have these powers, 
either with regard to 100 acres or a 
smaller number, it should only be under 
the condition that the company should 
give due notice previously to the locak 
authority, and that its action should be 
subject to the consent of the local autho- 





rity. 
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Amendment moved— It seems to me that the London County 
“To leave out Clause 18.”—(Lord Tweed- | Council has no power to override an Act 
mouth.) of Parliament, and that the Building Act 
of 1894 distinctly exempts railway com- 
LorpD PIRBRIGHT : My Lords, as the panies, when acquiring land, from the 
Chairman of the Select Committee to action of that Act. I think I have 
which this Bill was referred, it devolves shown your Lordships that under Clause 
upon me to reply to the noble Lord who | 45 of the Act of 1845 the Great Eastern 
has just spoken. The question is an | Railway Company are entitled to acquire 
extremely simple one, and the case by no Jand, that they do not come under any 
means exceptional. The Great Eastern | of the restrictions of the London County 
Railway Company, in an omnibus Bill, | Council with regard to the buildings 
inserted this clause, embodying Clause 45 erected thereon, and that they have not 
of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, by which | the intention of taking 100 acres of land 
they have the right to acquire land. jn the county of London. Therefore. I 
The noble Lord said that the amount of ask your Lordships not to establish the 
land proposed to be acquired is excessive. dangerous precedent of reversing the 
| would point out that the Bill deals with | decision of Select Committees wihow 
railways extending over an area of 1,200° taking evidence, and on mere er parte 
miles, and going through ten different statements. 


counties. It was certainly never con- See: ; 
templated that the 100 acres should be Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, it 


taken in London. In this case an extra- | Was impossible for the London County 





ordinary position has been taken up by 
the London County Council. Theirs was 
the only petition against the Bill, and the 
only clause in the petition which affected 
the Bill was to the effect that the Great 


Eastern Railway Company should not , put forward our case. 


Council to have put before the Committee 
the points raised by my noble friend 
_Lord Tweedmouth, because they were 
refused a locus standi. Theretore, this is 
‘the only possible way in which we can 
The clause in this 


acquire any land without the prior con- | Bill establishes a precedent both as 
sent of the London County Council. | Tegards the amount of land and the 


We are accustomed to the ambitious | conditions under which it is taken. 


° 7 ° | 
schemes of the London County Council— | 


‘they are magnificent, I think, in their 


The 
amount of land proposed to be taken in 
this way without scheduling is not 


audacity—but I am bound to say that | Subject to any of the conditions which 
they do not appear to me to commend | are usually imposed on railway com- 


‘themselves to the general opinion of the 
public or to the general doctrines of | 
common sense. If the London County | 
Council had its free will I take it that | 


panies. The noble Lord referred to the 
Building Act, and said the fact that that 
Act allows certain exemptions in the case 
of land acquired by railway companies is 


your Lordships’ House would occupy a | 4 reason why the London County Council 


secondary position to the London County | 
Council. With regard to the second | 


should not interfere in this matter. I 
venture to think that is a good reason 


point raised by the noble Lord, his con- | Why they should interfere. It is the duty 
tention is that as the Great Eastern | of the guardians of the interests of 


Railway Company may, if they acquire 
these 100 acres of land, interfere with 
certain rights of the London County 


‘Council with regard to buildings in the 


metropolis generally, they therefore 
should not be allowed to take any land at 
all. Surely the noble Lord has not made 
himself acquainted with the clauses of | 


‘the London Building Act, 1894. Clause | 


31 of that Act says— 
“Nothing in this Act shall affect the exer- 
«ise of any powers conferred upon any Jail- 


‘way company by any special Act of Parliament 


for railway purposes.”’ 


London to see that these publie Acts, if 
they are to be subject to exemptions, 
are only subject to exemptions under 
reasonable conditions, and it does seem 
to me that one reasonable condition is 
that any land which is not to be subject 
to the Building Act should be scheduled. 
For this reason I hope your Lordships 
will accede to the request of the noble 
Lord behind me. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morisey): My Lords, a 
_ question of some importance is involved 
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in the Amendment of my noble friend. | be a very large and important alteration 
I do not wish to say one word in favour | of the law which your Lordships should 
of or against the action of the London | not sanction. It is important that rail- 
County Council. As the House knows, | way companies should have a certain 
that body has problems of the greatest | margin of land, and that they should he 
difficulty and importance to deal with, | able to obtain that land where it can be 
both with regard to the widening of | done without injury to the public and at 
streets and the housing of the working | a moderate price; and I think the House 
population of this great metropolis. At should hesitate before placing additional: 
the same time, railway companies have | difficulties in the way of railway com- 
certain rights, and in spite of my anxiety | panies. The fact of giving notice in 
to do all I can to help the London County | every case to the London County Council 
Council in their efforts to render the | would clearly do away with the advan- 
metropolis more convenient, I sincerely | tage which the railway company has of 
hope the House will not assent to the! being able to take up land where it 
Amendment which has been moved. As thinks fit by agreement ; and by adopt- 
the noble Lord who presides over the | ing the noble Lord’s suggestion you 
Committee to whom the Bill was referred | would really do away with the whole of 
has told you, the clause is an ordinary | the advantage which the Lands Clauses 
one. In all cases railway companies | Act is intended to give these companies. 
have, under the Lands Clauses Act, | As to the point raised by my noble friend 
1845, taken powers to acquire a certain | Lord Monkswell with regard to the 
amount of land by agreement. The | Building Act, I admit that it is a very 
amount that they may so take is limited | intricate and difficult subject, but | 
by the special Act, and the form in which would point out that when the London 
the clause generally appears in the Building Act was passed in 1894, the 
special Act is that the company “shall | railway companies had buildings which 
not be allowed to take more than so were erected for railway purposes and 
many acres for the special purposes not as dwelling houses exempted with 
sanctioned under the Lands Clauses | regard to, I think, three parts of the 
Act.” It is perfectly true, as the noble | Act. But that was done by an arrange- 
Lord opposite said, that 100 acres is | ment with the London County Council 
rather more than usual, but the whole at the time. If the noble Lord thinks 
question of the amount of land that may | it is desirable that this exemption should 
be taken by agreement is in proportion | be removed his remedy, I venture to 
to the length of line affected by the Bill. | think, lies in the amendment of the 
When the promoters go through their | Building Act rather than the moving 
Bills with me, if there is anything re-| out of ordinary Bills which have passed 
markable about the amount of land to | through all their stages. I trust, after 
be taken, I invariably ask, before the | what my noble friend behind me has 
Bill goes to Committee, why so much land | stated, and after what I have said, your 
is required. I did so in this ease, and I | Lordships will not be inclined to accept 
am satisfied that, on the whole, con- | the Amendment. 

sidering the length of line affected, and | 

the absolute necessity of obtaining lands| Earn SPENCER: My Lords, the 
for railway purposes, 100 acres is not | question of the amount of land required 
unreasonable. I may point out, as my by railway companies in certain localities 
noble friend Lord Pirbright has already | is a far more important one than would 
done, that it was never contemplated for | appear from the way in which it has been 
« moment that anything like 100 acres | handled in your Lordships’ House. 1t 
should be taken in the administrative is all very well to say that it is not pro- 
county of London. To say that the posed to take 100 acres, but under the 
Lands Clauses Act should be entirely | Bill that amount could be taken, and 
thrown aside, and that no railway com- | the public interests thereby seriously 
pany or other company should have affected. I do not know whether my noble 
power to take land in London by friend will press his Amendment to a 
agreement without giving notice to the | division ; probably it would not be very 
London County Council, seems to me to | desirable that he should do so. But b 


The Earl of Morley. 








wit! 
Con 


Thu 


KIN 


The 
wit 
par 
the 
Tal 
24t 
con 











ration 
should 
t rail- 
ertain 
uld he 
an be 
ind at 
House 
tional: 
com- 
ce in 
yuncil 
dvan- 
jas of 
re it 
dopt- 
you 
le of 
auses 
nies. 
riend 
the 
very 
it | 
idon 
the 
hich 
and 
with 
the 
nge- 
incil 
inks 
ould 
2 to 
the 
ying 
ssed 
fter 
has 
‘our 
sept 


the 
ired 
ties 
uld 
een 
It 
r0- 
the 
und 
sly 
ble: 
ya 
ary” 
t | 





544: 





certainly hope the noble Earl the Chair- | 
man of Committees will consider these 
points, which seem to me to be very grave 

and important ones. I think the in- 
terests of the public in our large towns | 
ought to be protected in a way that they 

are not protected now. 


Amendment, by leave of the House, | 
withdrawn ; Bill passed and returned 
to the Commons. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [u.t.}. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on 
Thursday next. 


KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORATION 
BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table ; the Orders made on the 18th and 
24th of June last discharged ; and Bill 
committed for Friday next. 


METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
uL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 14; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons 
the Amendments agreed to. 


with 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 3) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 3% (according to Order), and 

passed. 


GLASGOW CORPORATION (POLICE) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL. 


Debate on the motion of the Lord 
Newlands that the Bill be referred to a 
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Joint Committee of Lords and Commons 
resumed (according to Order). 


*Lorp BLYTHSWOOD: My Lords, 
I desire to say a few words with regard 
to this Bill, and to support the decision 
of the Commission. I do not think your 
Lordships ought to upset that decision, 
especially as every point was brought 
forward and thoroughly threshed out 
at the inquiry held in Glasgow. No 
allegation is made by the petitioners that 
this was not so. I would point out that 


| Rutherglen had already made a large 


intercepting sewer. The Corporation of 
the city of Glasgow agreed to pay them 
the amount they had expended on that 
sewer, and the Rutherglen district con- 
sented to contribute a certain rate to the 
Corporation for treating the sewage. In 
the case of the district of Lanark, which 
is at the present moment endeavouring 
to upset the decision of the Corporation, 
they have not made an intercepting sewer 
and do not intend to make one. There- 
fore the two districts are not in the 
same position. The scheme of the city 
of Glasgow is a very large one, and 
involves an expenditure of something 
like £2,000,000. The whole of the local 
authorities around Glasgow, with the 
exception of the petitioners, have agreed 
to the terms laid down by the Glasgow 
Corporation, which they consider good. 
In those circumstances, and as the Com- 
mission have carefully gone into the 
whole case and come to a decision on 
the spot, on the arguments that were 
placed before them, I trust the House 
will not stultify that decision or cause 
delay in the carrying out of the works 
by withholding their consent to this Bills 


*Lorp KELVIN: My Lords, the case 
of the petitioners does not seem to me 
to be well founded. They claim the 
right of appeal on the ground that the 
Commission's decision was unsound and 
unjust. In any case in which a decision 


by a statutory court is given the party 


against whom the decision is made has 
precisely the same ground for demanding 
a fresh trial or a rehearing. It seems 
that the recent legislation in respect to 
the procedure in the case of Scottish 
Bills contemplates an appeal, and, while 
the right of appeal must be carefully 
safeguarded, I think it would be likely 
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to form an exceedingly bad precedent if, 
after a careful inquiry by a statutory 
Commission had taken place on the spot, 
the matter was allowed to be reopened 
on the ground that the decision was | 
unsound and unjust. This question of 
Rutherglen was discussed for two days 
before the Commission, and the Commis- 
sioners’ decision in the matter was arrived 
at unanimously. The Commission could 
not grant the demand of the petitioners 
in this instance without manifestly 
breaking faith with those who have 
already agreed to similar provisions in 
respect to other cases not less important. 
The Glasgow Corporation has entered 
upon a great work in the purification of 
the river Clyde, and the local autho- 
rities of the neighbouring counties and 
burghs ought to join most heartily in 
supporting them. I hope the demand for 
a rehearing will not be granted, and that 
the Bill will be allowed to run its regular | 
course, 


Glasgow Corporation (Police) 





*Tue SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND | 
(Lord Batrour oF BwrieicH): My | 
Lords, we all seem to-day to be on the | 
same side; and my only apology for inter- | 
posing in this debate is that I think | 
the House may not unreasonably expect | 
guidance from me as having been respon- | 
sible for the introduction and_ passing | 
of the Act under one clause of which | 
this appeal is now asked for, and also | 
having been responsible for the working 
of the Act during the present session, 
the first session in which it has been 
enforced. I shall carefully avoid going 
into the merits of this question, because 
I hold very strongly that a discussion 
upon the merits of the proposals involved 
in private Bills is wholly out of place 
upon the floor of this House, and if there | 
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in all probability have to pay the 
costs of the appeal. That clause was 
the subject of considerable discussion in 
another place, and when it came here 
great pressure was put upon me by my 
noble friends Lord Tweedmouth and 
Lord Camperdown to consent to an 
amendment of the clause which would 
not give quite so much presumption 
in favour of a regular automatic appeal 
but leave it to the House to decide 
whether a case for rehearing had been 
made out. The appeal was made on behalf 
of members of both political parties, and 
after a considerable amount of hesitation 
I agreed to the clause in its amended 
form, and it was ultimately inserted in 
the Bill on the motion of Lord Camper- 
down. I do not go into the question 
whether the clause as it stands is intended 
to place the onus of proving the necessity 
of a second hearing on appeal upon one 
side or the other, but I think it is a fair 
presumption to say that the clause in its 
present form is intended to provide that 
here shall only be a second hearing at 
Westminster ona good cause being, 
at any rate, alleged. 

I confess that on this occasion I have 
come to the conclusion, and come de- 
cidedly to the conclusion, that in regard 
to this Bill no case has been made out 
for a rehearing. The only allegation 


| which is made in the petition presented 
/to this House asking for a rehearing is 


that the point of the case was not fully 
appreciated by the tribunal who heard 
it. I venture to say that there is no 
justification for that assertion. The cir- 
cumstances are these. A careful inquiry 
was held, the tribunal in Scotland were 
absolutely unanimous, and one of the 
Commissioners, a member of your Lord- 





is any case for rehearing a Bill it is much | ships’ House, was actually largely in- 
better to leave the merits to be discussed | terested in the county against which the 
before the Committee upstairs. Perhaps | decision went. No new points whatever 
I may glance for a moment at the history | are Suggested by those who want a re- 
of the clause under which we are asked | hearing, and this is not a case in which 
to refer this Bill to a Joint Committee, | the provision that the defeated litigant 
The Bill, as introduced into this House | should pay the costs is of much import- 
after ’ passing the other House, con-| ance, because it so happens that neither 
tained?a clause which gave practically | body is a private party, and they will not, 
automatic”appeal to any petitioner who| whether they win or lose, be spending 
desired to* be heard before a Joint| their own money. I am offering an 
Committee, subject to the liability, | opinion upon this case and this case alone. 
which was made somewhat more|I desire especially not to prejudice the 
onerous that the defeated litigant would | point whether on good cause shown there 


Lord Kelvin, 
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shall or shall not be an appeal to a Joint 
Committee. I think it would be most 
unwise at this stage of the working of 
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Lord TWEEDMOUTH: That does 


not very much matter. It is quite true 
the Bill originates in the Scottish Office, 


the Act to lay down the conditions on | and is sent for inquiry to a Commission, 
which an appeal will or will not be given. | which meets in the district concerned. 
| hope both houses of Parliament will,|The Bill then returns from the local 
at any rate for the time, decide each case | inquiry to one or other House of Parlia- 
that comes before them in accord- | ment and the House to which the Bill is 


ance with the circumstances alleged, | 
and by-and-by precedents will be built | 
up which will aid those who have to deal | 
with these matters. There are two 
dangers. If you unduly restrict appeals 
you will tend to minimise the number 


returned has to decide whether it will 
allow an appeal from the decision of the 
Commission or not. I cannot under- 
stand how this House or the other House 
is to decide whether or not an appeal is 
to be allowed without making itself 





of cases which the Chairman of the two | acquainted with the merits of the case 
Houses will send to be inquired into under | and deciding on the merits of the case. 
the new procedure ; and if you are unduly | Therefore I take exception to the prin- 
lax in giving appeals you will make the Ciple of the Act as laid down by its own 
new body a nullity, because they wil] author. As to the particular case before 
not save the expense for which they were | US; I think it is due to the House that I 
initiated. I have read the proceedings | should, having made myself responsible 
of this Commission, as also has mv noble | for the motion of adjournment, tell your 
friend the Chairman of Committees, and | Lordships my own view. It seems to me 
I think he will tell you that the Com- | that there has been no sufficiently strong 
mission was well composed, that it care- C#S© made out for reopening the reyUiry- 
fully considered the points at issue, that 1 do not believe there has since been 
it was unanimous in its decision, and | #2Y Serious new point raised which was 
that nothing has happened since the 2% raised before the Commission, and 
g has s 
inquiry took place in Scotland to afford | es not omar en ieee ye — 
ground for a fresh hearing. Therefore | % Justice. My own beliet 1s that the 


[venture to advise the House not to agree “!#8gow Corporation has rather acted on 
$0 the motion "the principle that might is right. The 


point of difference is not one of principle, 
Lorp TWEEDMOUTH : I must con-| but the exact terms of the settlement, 
fess that I am rather surprised at what and it does seem to me that if we are to 
seem to me two contradictory statements | trust these local inquiries at all we ought 
in the speech of the noble Lord the Secre- | to trust them as to the particular terms 
tary for Scotland. He opened his speech | of settlement. 
by saying that he thought it was very | 
undesirable that there should be any| THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
discussion on the merits of the case, and| (The Earl of Morey): My Lords, I 
later on he told the House that an appeal | presume the House will expect me to 
should only be allowed on good cause | express an opinion on this question, 
shown. It seems to be that the first) which is one of considerable importance. 
axiom laid down by the noble Lord was | This is the first occasion that the House 
an entirely false one; the second one, has had to decide whether a case which 
on the other hand, was, I think, tho- | has been already heard by a local Com- 
roughly sound. What is the procedure 2? mission in Scotland shall be re-heard by 
A Bill under this Act originates in one ® Committee of the two Houses. My 
House or the other. It is then sent to | noble friend behind me, the Secretary 
a Commission, which holds its inquiry | for Scotland, very correctly gave the 
in Scotland, and which decides on the history of the clause on which the 
merits of the case as submitted to it. | present debate has arisen. I do not like 
'to refer to my own opinions on the 
*LorpD BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : | clause, but I may say that at the time it 
May I correct the noble Lord? The, was passed I warned the House that it 


orders do not originate in either House | would inevitably bring about discussions 
of Parliament. 


| on the merits of cases in the full House, 
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a proceeding which I ventured to say |LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
Was a somewhat inconvenient one. But, ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 


my Lords, there it is in the Act. and| Brought from the Commons ; read 
there is no question that it is absolutely | 1%; to be printed ; and referred to the 
in the discretion of the House whether | Examiners. (No. 146.) 

it will grant a re-hearing or not. I am 
free to confess that [ felt a great deal of 
doubt in this particular case, but, after RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
full consideration, and after reading the 
documents constituting the case of the 
promoters and the petitioners, I cannot PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
recommend the House to sanction a re-| ‘Pwenty-sixth Annual Report, for, 
hearing. The point is one not without | 1999_1901 ; with appendices ; laid before 
difficulty, I quite admit, but, on the/the House (pursuant to Act), and 
whole, the subject has been very fully | ordered to lie on the Table. 

considered by a carefully constituted 
body, against which there is not a word 
to be said. I agree with my noble friend OUTDOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
that it is most undesirable to lay down SOCIETIES) BILL. 

any hard-and-fast rule as to what should | yyg7icgs’ JURISDICTION (LONDON) 
guide the House in sanctioning a re- BILL [u.1.]. 

hearing, and I venture to support him | Reported from the Standing Com- 
in what he said as to the desirability of | mittee without amendment, and to be 
deciding each case on its merits. It| poad 3¢ on Thursday next. 
should not be necessary that new matter | : 
should be brought forward, or manifest | 


injustice shown, to render it possible for |, .y_ rwpUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (IRELAND) 





the House to order a re-hearing. | BILL [1.1] 
Motion, by leave of the House, with- [Secoxp Reaprvc.] 
drawn. | 


| Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
Bill (pursuant to the Private Legisla- | ing read. 

tion Procedure (Scotland) Act, 1899) | 

deemed to have been reported from the | Tue Eart or MEATH: My Lords, 

Committee; Bill to be read 34 on | the object of this Bill is to authorise the 

Thursday next. ‘establishment of day industrial schools 
‘in Ireland. In asking your Lordships to 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | give the Bill a Second Reading I am not 


a ee asking you to sanction anything of a 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | novel character. As long ago as 1876 
wees ee. 6) Bie. ithe Legislature permitted these schools 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | to be established throughout England. 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. | They were established in Glasgow and 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | Edinburgh before that date, and in 1893 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. ‘the power was extended to the whole of 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | Scotland. No such power, however, 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. /exists in Ireland. I am not going to 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | indulge in what many of my fellow- 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE WORK- | countrymen consider the exciting and 


ENG CLASSES) BILL. pleasurable occupation of airing Irish 
Read 3 (according to order), and | grievances before English audiences. 
passed. ' But I think it may not be known to all 


|of your Lordships that there are many 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | serious differences in the law in England 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. | and Ireland relating to the case of chil- 

Read 3¢ (according to order), with the! dren. For instance, in England school 
Amendments, and passed, and returned | boards and county councils possess legal 


to the Commons. | powers to establish industrial schools: 
| 


The Earl of Morley. 
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and day industrial schools. The Irish 
school authorities and county councils 
possess no such power. English magis- 
trates can send to industrial schools 
children brought before them as truants 
by the school authority, but Irish magis- 
trates possess no such power. English 
industrial school managers can exercise 
guardianship over children for two years 
after they are discharged. 

managers have no such power. 


Day Industrial Schools 


{2 JuLy 1901} 


Irish | dustrial schools. 
In | remedy the omission. If the clause, in 
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parent will have to pay. Under the- 
Industrials Schools Act, which regulates 
the reformatory system in Ireland, power 
was given to enforce contributions from 
parents towards the support of children 
sent to reformatories, but by some un- 
fortunate mistake—for I do not believe 
it was ever intended by the Legislature— 
that provision was not extended to in- 
This Bill proposes to 


England a child apparently under four-| the opinion of the Law Officers of the 
teen years of age, whose parent or | Crown, does not do so, I hope they will 


guardian represents to a magistrate that | alter it. 
he is unable to control the child, may be | 
in | 


sent to an industrial school, but 
Ireland we have no such power. 
In England, when the Poor Law autho- 
rities represent that a child is refractory, 
or that either of its parents has been con- 
victed of an offence punishable by im- 


My desire is that parents who 
have neglected their children should be 
forced to pay what they can afford. 


| Under another clause of the Bill, if the 


parent of a child sent to a day industrial 
school is a pauper, powers are given to 


'the board of guardians to contribute to 


prisonment, the child may be sent to an | 


industrial school, but that is not the case 
in Ireland. I could multiply these 
instances, but I think I have said suffi- 


cient to show that there are a great, 


many important points upon which in 
Ireland we differ legislatively as regards 
the care of children, and in this Bill a 
small effort is made to equalise the law. 
The advantages of day industrial schools 
must, I think, be evident to everyone. 
In the first place they are far less ex- 
pensive than residential schools; and 
in these days, especially in Ireland, 
where our incomes are not large, and 
where we are called upon to support 
very heavy burdens, economy is a very 
serious consideration. In the second 
place, the child lives at home. 
dren are sent from their homes in the 
morning, with an attendant, if necessary ; 


they remain in the school the whole day, | 


getting their meals there, and are re- 
turned to their parents in the evening. 
In the third place, a very important 
point, no institutional taint is left on 
the child. 
bours would know that he went in the 
morning to an institution called a day 
industrial school, and that he had been 


I suppose his nearest neigh- | 


in Ireland. 


ordered to do so by a magistrate, but I | 
parents have only paid about one-twenty- 


doubt whether any number of his neigh- 
bours would be aware of the fact. He 
would not be removed more than was 


The chil- | 


the support of the child. These day 
industrial schools have met with the 


|approval of a great number of eminent 


authorities, and the state of the law with 
regard to parental contribution in the 
case of residential industrial schools in 
Ireland has attracted attention. The 
inspector in his report for 1898 said :— 


“The state of the law on this question is. 
most unsatisfactory An order may be issued 
to recover, but there is no power to inforce 
it except by distraint, which is rarely, if ever, 
put into force. In reformatory cases the 
parent can be imprisoned in default of pay- 
ment. This anomaly is seen in the case of a 
man who had one child in a reformatory and 
another in an industrial school; he paid to- 
wards the support of his child in the reforma- 
tory, but laughed at the collector when he 
called from the industrial school.” 


In England and Scotland there are 
twenty-three day industrial schools, and 
there are 3,271 children attending them. 
The cost per head is about £9 6s. per 
year, as against £26, which is the cost 
per head per year of children in reforma- 
tories. Out of the round sum of £30,000, 
which is the total cost, £3,000 have been 
paid by parents ; in other words, parents 
have paid one-tenth of the whole cost otf 
these schools. Now, see what happens 
In the case of the residential 
industrial schools in that country the 


eighth of the cost. That is a very great 
difference. About one-third more 1s 


absolutely necessary from the status and | paid by the parents whose children go to 


condition of the children around him. 


industrial schools. The Departmental 


Another important point is that the Committee appointed to inquire into the 


| 
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whole subject of reformatories and in-|Children may be sent to these indus- 
dustrial schools reported in 1896 that | trial schools by an order of the school 
they had nothing but praise to give to| attendance committee if the parents 
day industrial schools, and that these | sanction it, and in that case the parents 
schools were founded on right principles. | must pay not less than Is. per week 
I could quote many of her opinions of| per head. I ask your Lordships to 
prominent men in support of these| give a Second Reading to this Bill in 
schools: When the Day Industrial|/the interests of neglected children. 
Schools Act, 1876, was passed in Eng-| There are 170,000 children in Ireland 
land we had no compulsory education} who attend no school whatever, and 
in Ireland, and consequently, I pre-| although it is possible that a considerable 
sume, the Legislature thought that it} number of these are not exposed to 
would be out of place to establish day|immoral and criminal influences, still 
industrial schools in that country. But| they will grow up in ignorance and 
since then, by the Irish Education Act,| become thereby a weakness to the 
1892, school attendance committees have| country. There are, however, large 
been performed ; but it is permissive to| numbers of them exposed to criminal 
local authorities in Ireland to form these | and vicious influences. If these children 
committees. Of these committees there|are brought up in ignorance and in 
are now 119, and they have the power | vice you will have to pay heavily for 
of enforeing attendance at school, but| them later on in gaols and other in- 
there is no compulsion over by far the | stitutions. I appeal to your Lordships 
largest portion of Ireland. Of course it | in the interests of the children, in the 
is readily understood that these schools | interests of the State, and in order to 
would not be required and could not | bring about that legislative union which 
be established in country districts. | 1 believe to be the strongest tie which 
They would be established only in large|can bind together Ireland and Great 
centres of population, and lest there | Britain, to give the Bill a Second Reading. 
should be any fear that too many of them | Moved that the Bill be now read 24.— 
might be established or that they might | (The Earl of Meath.) 
be established in districts which are not | 
suitable for them, power is given for the | *Lorp NORTON: My Lords, I am 
Chief Secretary to settle where and how ; 
many schools shall be established. The} yhich may appear even for a moment 
amount to be contributed yearly by the | to be antagonistic to the noble Lord, 
Treasury towards the —. the than whom no man more completely 
schools is also left by the Bill to the Chief devotes his life to philanthropic move- 
Secretary. ments. At the same time I feel compelled 
The class of children which would be| to say a word with regard to this Bill, 
‘liable to be sent to these day industrial | not, I hope, to obstruct it, but to elicit 
schools are (1) those who come under| from him some further information 
“the Residential Industrial Schools Act, | which may enable me to support a modi- 
1868 ; (2) children whose parents neglect | fied measure. This is a subject in which 
to send them to school and whose parents | I am very much interested, and I cannot 
have been warned and fined without | help recalling the Report of the Royal 
result ; and (3) children whose parents | Commission of which I was a member, 
are unable to control them. There is| and which found that there were no 
also a provision enabling the county | institutions in the country so much 
councils to contribute if they desire, | abused as industrial schools. 
but the duty of establishing these 
schools is left to the school attendance} Tue EarL or MEATH: Residential 
committees. It will be the duty of the | industrial schools. 
local authorities to enforce payment by 
the parents of the children in the schools| *Lorp NORTON: With regard to 
of a sum not exceeding 2s. a week, but | residential industrial schools, the Report 
in case there should be any fear of injus- | of the Commission was that they were 
tice power is given to the Chief Secretary | in Ireland grossly abused. In Scotland 
‘to remit the contribution if necessary. | Poor Law schools were turned into 


The Earl of Meath. 





extremely reluctant to say anything 











55 


the 
the 
ins 
Ire 
fou 
Ire 
did 
of 1 
not 
tolc 
the 
Act 
nev 
Th: 
adn 
tial 
abu 
sup 
will 
dus 
In 

Bill 
its « 
had 
to | 
had 
fath 
besi 
of | 
sche 
trai 
laid 
upo 
frot 
thei 
othe 
neg 
shoi 
mu 
to | 
indi 


¥T 
desi 
nob 
Rea 
was 
Irel: 
and 
to 
chil 
beer 
dist: 
the 
put 
thro 
are 








956 


us- 
ool 
nts 
nts 
ek 
to 
in 
en. 
nd 
nd 
ble 
to 
till 
ind 
the 
rge 
nal 
ren 
in 
for 
in- 
Lips 
the 
* to 
1ich 
rich 
reat 
ing. 


a 


am 
ling 
1ent 
ord, 
tely 
ove- 
allied 
Bill, 
licit 
tion 
10di- 
hich 
nnot 
‘oyal 
i ber, 
» no 
uch 


ntial 


1 to 
port 
were 
land 


into 














557 Day Industrial Schools {2 JULY 


the industrial schools, by which means | 
they got charged to the Treasury 

instead of to the rates. In the case of 

Ireland the abuse was far greater. We | 
found that the industrial schools of | 
Ireland were filled with children who | 
did not at all come within the purview | 
of the Industrial Schools Act, and were | 
not of the character intended. When we | 
toldthe chief magistrate of Dublin that | 
these children did not come under the | 
Act he replied, ‘* Don’t they? I have) 
never seen the Act, but they ought to.” | 
That shows how loosely the Act is 

administered in Ireland. If the residen- | 
tial industrial schools are so grossly | 
abused in Ireland one cannot help) 
supposing that the same kind of thing | 
will happen in the case of the day in- | 
dustrial schools on the plea of charity. 

In the memorandum attached to the | 
Bill one of the cases cited as illustrating 

its object is that of a child whose parents | 
had been fined for neglecting to send him | 
to school while the child by industry 

had been earning enough to pay his 

father’s fine, and make good profits 

besides. This seems simply a confusion 

of ideas; the object of an industrial 

school is to get neglected children 

trained to industry. The noble Lord 

laid great stress, and he did so wisely, | 
upon the necessity of demanding payment | 
from the parents towards the support of 

their children in these schools, which 

otherwise offer a premium upon parental | 
neglect. It is essential that the parent | 
should be compelled to contribute as | 
much at least as the child would cost | 
to keep at home. The child gets the. 
industrial training besides. 





1901} (Ireland) Biil. 


school is entirely the fault of these 
councils. Clause 4 provides that— 

“If the Chief Secretary is satisfied that 
owing to the circumstances of any class of 
population in any district a school in which 
industrial training, elementary education, and 
one or more meals a day, but not lodging, are - 
provided for the children, is necessary or 
expedient for the proper training and control 
of the children of such class, he may in like 
manner as under the Industrial Schools (Ire- 
land) Act, 1868, certify any such school (in 
this Act referred to as a day industriab’ 
school) in the neighbourhood of such popula- 
tion to be a certified day industrial school.” 
This gives the Chief Secretary a very 
large power indeed, and it is not likely 
that a day industrial school would be 
certified in a district where it was not 
wanted. I think there is no harm in 
this Bill, and I hope your Lordships will. 
allow it to be read a second time. I do 
not suppose the Bill will be placed on the 
Statute-book for many a long day, but 
the discussion of the matter in Committee 
will be most useful to us in Ireland. 
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Tue Eart or DENBIGH : My Lords, I 
am perfectly willing to admit the desir- 
ability, I might almost say the necessity 
of providing for the proper education 
of those children who cannot be got to 
attend school in the ordinary way, either 
on account of their truant habits or of 
the poverty of their parents; but I do 
not know that the Irish Government 
is prepared to say that this particular 
Bill should be passed as it now stands. 
The whole question has to be very care- 
fully considered, and Lord Norton, who, 
as your Lordships know, is a great 
authority on this subject, has referred 


'to one or two of the difficulties which 


*Tue Eart oF MAYO: My Lords, I 
desire to support this Bill. I think the | 
noble Earl who moved the Second 
Reading was in error when he said there | 
was no compulsory education in 
Ireland, there is in the towns, 
and I myself on the bench have had | 
to fine parents for not sending their | 
children to school, and those fines have | 
been enforced. It remains with the 
district councils to initiate, and then | 
the county councils under the Act can) 
put in force compulsory education | 
throughout Ireland. The fact that there | 
are 170,000 children not attending | 


are apparent in this Bill. There is the 
difficulty of ensuring that only the 
children for whom this legislation is 
required should benefit, and unless some 
special provision is introduced for the 
purpose of ensuring the proper admini- 


| stration of the Act I think there would be 


great danger, at all events in a city like 
Dublin, that large numbers of children 
would be sent to these day industrial 
schools, who would really have no claim 
to go there at all except on the score of 
general poverty. This question ought 
to be considered in its entirety. The 
financial aspect of the matter requires 
special consideration, and the Treasury 
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have not yet been able to thoroughly 
examine the Bill in its financial relations. 
I would also draw your Lordships’ atten- 
tion to the fact that the sums which are 
contributed by the Treasury from the 
taxes for the purpose of education in 
Ireland are very considerably in excess 
of what are found by the Treasury for 
British education, and that any addi- 
tional sum could only be granted after 
a very strong case had been made out 
and after it had been clearly shown 
that the particular object for which 
the money was required was of greater 
importance than the other educational 
objects for which undoubtedly money is 
demanded at the present moment. I 
am not quite clear as to the noble Lord’s 
intentions with regard to the building 
-and maintenance of these schools, and 
whether the demands upon the Treasury 
are proposed to be limited. Of course, 
if that were so the objection which 
I have put forward might be somewhat 
modifieds But at the same time he must 
remember that these schools might very 
seriously prejudice the existing industrial 
schools and compete with them in such 
a way as to impair their finances very 
considerably. I can assure the noble 
Earl that the whole question of industrial 
schools in Ireland is being very carefully 
considered at this moment, and I think 
he would be well advised, therefore, 
if he did not press his Bill. There would, 
of course, be no chance of its becoming 
law this session even if it passed through 
your Lordships’ House, and, inasmuch 
as the matter is receiving the careful 
attention of the Irish Government. I 
hope the noble Lord will withdraw his 


Bill. B. 


Tue Eart or MEATH: I think the 
argument of my noble friend Lord Norton 
entirely falls to the ground as regards 
day industrial schools. He was alluding 
to residential industrial schools, in which 
cases parents in Ireland are not as a rule 
made to subscribe towards the cost of 
their children. Under this Bill they 
would be made to contribute a very 
substantial sum towards the cost of the 
education and the food of their children. 
Consequently there would not be that 
inducement to parents to get their chil- 
dren into these schools that there is at 


The Earl of Denbigh. 


_— "Ite 


{LORDS} 
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present. I am very pleased to hear that 
His Majesty’s Government recognise 
the necessity of something being done 
for education in Ireland. I only hope 
that the Government will do something 
in that direction. I shall be quite ready 
to withdraw the Bill if the Government 
will give a definite assurance that they 
will bring in a Bill of this sort next year. 
As to the amount to be contributed by 
the Treasury, it is left to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant and the Chief Secretary to say 
what sum of money, if any, should be so 
contributed. This Bill, far from in- 
creasing the cost of industrial schools, 
will diminish it. There are a large 
number of children in residential in- 
dustrial schools who ought never to have 
been there, and if they were sent out 
into the day industrial schools and 
worked out from there into the ordinary 
schools a great deal of money would be 
saved. 


*Lorp BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH: 
I think the noble Lord must see that it is 
impossible to give such a pledge as he 
asks. If the Bill is pressed I shall not 
think it necessary to divide against it, but 
it must be understood that the Govern- 
ment do not in any way accept responsi- 


bility for the Bill. 
Tue Eart oF MEATH : [am not at all 


bound to the clauses as they stand. If 
| the Government can recommend better 
clauses I shall be quite ready to accept 
them. 





On Question, agreed to; Bill read 24, 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 





LONDON BOROUGH COUNCILS(WOMEN’S 
DISABILITIES REMOVAL) BILL [u.1.]. 


[Seconp Reaprnc. ] 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


Tue Eart oF ABERDEEN: My Lords, 
in moving the Second Reading of 
this Bill I must commence with an 
apology, although the fault has perhaps 
been partly forgotten by this time— 
I refer to the postponement of the motion 
for the Second Reading from Thursday 
last until to-day. I was not aware 












56 


wl 
the 
ear 
rec 
Bil 
cer 
reg 
she 
I 
anc 
the 
My 
Bill 
one 
pat] 
anal 
the 
an 
ther 
tion 
But 
the 
shou 
in o 
clain 
a ce 
in tl 
whic 
doul 
boro 
their 
of o 
these 
of t 
take 
the 1 
not s 
funct 
to st 
and ii 
ing ¢ 
there 
the « 
share 
modat 
that ¢ 
the p 
Wh 
lines | 
that w 
and tl 
great 
those 
their | 
analog 
act o1 
guardi 
of the 








160 


hat 
lise 
one 
ope 
ing 
idy 
ent 
hey 
ar. 

by 
ieu- 
say 
» SO 


ols, 
rge 

in- 
ave 
out 
und 
a ry 
be 


> all 


[ter 
ept 


ond 


rds, 
of 
an 


Japs 
e— 
tion 
day 








561 Women’s Disabilities {2 JuLty 1901} Removal Bill. 562 


when I suggested. that postponement | those of the borough councils, they are 
that some noble friends had made such | in kind largely the same—especially they 
careful arrangements in relation to the | have this in common, that the interests 
reception which they considered this! entrusted to them are strictly defined 
Bill should meet, and I was much con-/ and limited as to area. The members 
cerned to find afterwards that I was|are directly responsible to those who 
regarded as somewhat of a black elect them, and to no one else. It is a 
sheep for having put off the motion. | purely local concern—though a concern 
I regret any inconvenience caused, of great importance—and why should 
and I think it will be admitted that! not the electors choose whom they 
the fault is not a very uncommon one. prefer? The matter regarded thus 
My Lords, I venture to state that the seems tolerably simple, but, as I have 
Bill which is now before the House is, hinted, there have been expressions of 
one that proceeds on the safe and sober apprehension and misgiving. May not 
path of experience, and also by way of these be partly due to the somewhat 
analogy. I make this statement at vague manner in which the question is 
the outset, because there seems to be sometimes regarded? A noble friend 
an impression in some quarters that said to me lately, “‘ Are you not bringing 
there is something wild and revolu- in some measure about women’s rights ?” 
tionary in the proposals of this measure. Well, I rather demur to that way of 
But in reality, far from coming under putting it. It is not so much a question 
the heading of a revolution, the Bill | of the rights of women as the rights of 
should be described, like another event the ratepayers in a given district to 
in our history, as a restoration, for 1 have a free choice in selecting those 
claim that it simply aims at restoring whom they, the people concerned, con- 
a certain privilege which it has enjoyed sider best qualified for the work. This 
in the case of the old London vestries, is strictly a permissive Bill, not in the 
which now exist in a new, and, no sense of the celebrated phrase of an 
doubt, somewhat enlarged shape, as eloquent and witty prelate—‘‘ Permit 
borough councils. But, after all, in me to prevent you from having only 
their most essential features as a part men on your council,” but you are 
of our system of local government, permitted to elect the persons who 
these bodies are the direct successors you think ought to be elected. Holding 
of the vestries. The main object, I these views on the subject, I am a little 
take it, of the enactment which changed at a loss to predict what will be the 
the vestries into borough councils was , specific objections raised to this measure. 
not so much to alter the nature of the’ None the less do I look forward with 
functions which were performed, but’ great interest to hearing the noble 
to stimulate an increased interest in, Duke opposite. We always, if I may 
and impart a fresh dignity to, the carry- presume to say so, listen with pleasure 
ing on of those functions. No doubt to his speeches, because of the manner, 
there was one important addition to as well as the matter, of his utterances. 


the duties of these bodies—namely, a | venture to predict, at any rate, that, 
share in the provision ot house accom- whatever may be the objections raised 
modation for the working classes ; but by the noble Duke, he will not urge 
that can surely in no way militate against that there are not very many women 
the proposals of this Bill. thoroughly well qualified for doing good 

When I speak of proceeding on the work in connection with local adminis- 
lines of experience, I refer to the fact' tration. Nor can I suppose that the 
that women were eligible for the vestries, noble Duke will be unduly influenced 
and that they did serve on vestries with | by the sentimental arguments some- 
great acceptance and advantage to times used regarding this subject. But 
those whom they represented, and to/|these—I won't call them arguments 
their colleagues on the boards. As to | —theories have influence with some ; 
analogy, of course, women can and do I mean the idea that it is a mark of 
act on school boards and boards of respect and consideration to keep women, 
guardians, and though the functions at it were, under a glass case. Well, I 
of these bodies differ in degree from _yield to none in my admiration of, I 
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may say devotion to, the other sex. | whom they are associated, and they will be 
But. I do not consider it a mark of eteee: with the utmost courtesy and con. 
respect to speak as if women were mainly | ee 
ornamental. The glass case is very | But, my Lords, we must take note, not 
well for things of ornament, works of ‘only of the experience gained in this 
art, and so forth, which are to be looked | particular line, but over a wider area—I 
at and admired, and kept safe from | mean the capacity shown by women for 
risk of rough contact. But the glass serious and sustained administrative 
ease is not for things of use. Well, | business. The truth is that administra- 
then, the question is, Will women be tive talent is a valuable quality, in a busi- 
of real practical use on these councils— | ness sense, and when it is apparent it is 
are they needed? Here, again, we well paid for, and practical business 
have the benefit of experience. What, | people, when they discover it in a woman, 
for instance, were the reasons which | are not at all deterred by the fact of her 
induced the ratepayers of St. George’s, | sex when inviting her to use it where 
Southwark, to get women on the vestry ?| they think it will be of advantage. We 
First, it was thought that they would | find this, for instance, in the case of some 
be of use in regard to questions of health, | hotels. Everybody knows that an hotel 
in particular, as it was contemplated | depends more than anything else on the 
that a woman sanitary inspector should | capacity of the manager, and some of us 
be appointed for the poorer portions of know hotels where the manager is a 
the parish, it was felt that it would be; woman, where success is marked, and 
well to have ladies on the vestry to whom, | where it is entirely attributed to the 
on certain matters, the woman inspector | management. Why should we not utilise 
could report more freely than would | quality, where it exists, not merely for 
otherwise have been the case. There | commercial private interests but for 
was one other special consideration— the public good? Some people hold 
namely, with reference to the inspec- | the idea that women ought to stay 
tion of certain portions of the public | at home and look after the children and 
lavatories. Of course we cannot enter | cook, etc. Their experience in those 
into these questions, but it is obvious | matters will make them all the more 
that these arrangements which are | qualified for taking a share in the ad- 
now very properly provided in our! ministrative work in larger matters. I 
streets require careful supervision, and | dispute the idea that women who are 
that the due observance of regulations | interested in public work are likely to be 
in the case of lavatories for ladies must those who are not the best mothers and 
be looked after by women. wives—quite the contrary. As to the 
Well, as to Southwark. Women were | suitability of women for administrative 
elected to the vestry, and did most work, I cannot help recalling some re- 
splendid work in the very directions | marks which fell from the Prime Minister 
where it was felt that their assistance | when alluding to this subject two years 
was needed. I imagine it was not only ago—observations which I would _re- 
what they did, but the way in which they | spectfully say are as true and as dis- 
did it which was so beneficial. I can | criminating as any that could be uttered. 
best describe what I mean by quoting | The noble Marquess spoke of the large 
the words of a lady who has done splendid share—I think he indicated the pre- 
work in connection with philanthropic dominant share—that is taken by women 
administration—Miss Alice Busk. She in the matter of sympathetic contact and 
says, speaking of the qualifications interchange between different classes. 
which would distinguish lady candidates |The clergy could tell us something of 
for a place on such a board as I have been that. They value the help of all workers 
speaking of— /—men not less than women—but while 
the men may be counted by their thou- 
sands, it is with the women a case of tens 
of thousands. We have all heard that 


“They must be in touch ‘and in sympathy 
with the poor, they should be continually about | 
with observant eyes, learning at first hand all 


a peculiar — and nas <> ' boards of local administration are liable 
stituencies. Our experience hasshownus that, |) __ ss - . gehen ge 

if they take up their work in this spirit, they or have been liable in the past—to 
will be cordially welcomed by the men with | 


The Earl of Aberdeen. 


motives not entirely free from self in- 
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terest, but it is certain that the women | 
elected to these boards have undertaken | 


their duties with a single mind and an 
earnest desire simply to do good. If this 


Bill is defeated I shall not be greatly per- | 


turbed, though disappointed, “for it will 
certainly reappear, and I believe that in 
time its reasonableness and desirability 
will be acknowledged. I beg to move 
the Second Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 2@. 
~-(The Earl of Aberdeen.) 


THe Duke or NORTHUMBER- 
LAND: My Lords, my noble friend 
spoke so kindly of me that I hardly like 
to object to anything which fell from | 
him, but I confess I am a little bit hurt | 
at his monopolising admiration of the | 
female sex. I assure him that, although 
I am quite incapable of speaking so 
eloquently in their favour as he is, at the 
same time I do not yield to him or to 
anyone in my admiration of the good 
work done by women in many directions 
in local bodies ; and if the noble Lord 
had been introducing a Bill for the pur- | 
pose of placing women on _ borough 
councils throughout the country [ should 
be perfectly willing to admit that that 
was a very arguable point. Even if the 
noble Earl had advanced the argument 
that women should be admitted gradually | 
to the exercise of these functions and that 
it was advisable that thev should be. 
admitted in some boroughs of England 
only to begin with, I should not, on the 
whole, have objected, although it does | 
not seem to me that that would be a very 
logical or statesmanlike course ; but the 
reason why I object to this Bill and am 
going to ask your Lordships — to 
reject it is that it appears to 
me that of all the boroughs 
of England these are the very w orst. in| 
which to try an experiment of this kind. 
What is the history of this matter ?, 
The establishment of the London County | 
Council was an effort to improve the 
government of London. Whether it 
has been successful or not I will not | 
pretend to say; but, at any rate, the 
noble Lord is fully aware of the fact that 
the London County Council is very | 
averse to women becoming members of | 
that body. Therefore, the central body | 


of London which desires, or appears to} 


VOL. XCVI. 
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desire, that women should sit upon the 
London Borough Councils is itself un- 
willing to admit them within its walls, 
Whatever may be said of the County 
Council of London, the old vestries were 
not, on the whole, a success. There is 


/some very curious reading in Reports of 


Committees on the subject, which [ 
recommend to the attention of any 
noble Lord who desires to know what it 
is we are asked to replace. It was 
thought, apparently, by His Majesty’s 


‘Government that it was worth while 


trying to benefit London by creating 
new bodies for the management of local 
affairs, and it is here that I differ most 
from my noble friend, because the very 
premises he lays down seem to me to 
point to the very opposite conclusion to 
that which he draws. He says that on 
the old vestries women had a seat. It 
is precisely because that was so that I 
object to their being on the new bodies, 
The object in passing the new London 
Government Act was to create in the 
Metropolis bodies of the same status as 
the councils of the great boroughs 
throughout the country. That was a 
statesmanlike effort. Whether it will 
result in success or not we do not yet 
know, but it was an effort to raise the 


' metropolis to a position totally different 


from that oceupied by district councils 
of a county. 

If you allow women to sit on these 
borough councils, and on these borough 
councils alone, you will pro tanto undo 
the work which you have done, and 
lower the borough councils of London 


‘to the status of a vestry or a district 


council. I used the word ‘“ lower,” but 
I should be sorry to be thought to mean 
that the usefulness of a body was neces- 
sarily lowered by the addition of women. 
I think very differently from that. 
When I used the word ‘ lower,” I meant 
this: that you would put them se far 
;on an equality with other bodies of a 
lower rank and with less important 
duties that you would thereby reduce 
their status. The London ss 
Bill came up to your Lordships from th 

House of Commons with the clause in i 
which the noble Lord wishes to rein iv- 
duce, and anything that comes from t* 

House of Commons naturally receives 
the attention of your Lordships. The 
clause was supported by the Prime 


xX 
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Minister and by the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition, and yet your Lordships, after 
full consideration, threw the clause out 
by a very large majority. 
your Lordships what has happened since 
to make you alter the opinion you 
deliberately expressed two years ago. 
These new borough councils have hardly 
yet settled down to their work, and it is 
very difficult to say whether they have 
been a success or not. Is it not at least 
fair to them, is it not fair to the experi- 
ment which you have determined to try, 
to leave them alone at least for a time, 
and not lower their position as compared 
with the other borough councils through- 
out the country? It is far from being 
the case that women can be of no use in 
municipal life unless they undergo the 
trouble of an election. There is no 
reason why sub-committees composed of 
women outside these councils should not 
be formed. This has been constantly 
done, and I could relate many instances 
in which women have 
vellous work in the poorer districts of 
our great towns. We are always hearing 
nowadays of the housing question, and 
I think that nothing has owed more to 
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women’s efforts than, so far as it can be | 


said to have been solved, the solution of 
the housing question in many parts of 
the country. I should be the last to 
admit that if we reject this measure we 
are rejecting the assistance of women, 
but I feel very strongly that, however 
desirable it may be to admit women to 
further powers and further responsibili- 
ties—and to what powers and to what 
responsibilities is a very intricate matter, 
and one which requires long discussion 
and consideration—in any case this is not 
the way to do it. I ask your Lordships 
to read the Bill upon this day six months. 


Amendment moved— 


“To leave out ‘now’ and insert at the end | 


of the motion ‘this day six months.’ ”—(The 
Duke of Northumberland.) 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, 
not trouble your Lordships at any length, 
but I think it is desirable that I should | 
not give a silent vote on this question. 
The noble Duke admitted the admirable | 
work which women have done in various | 
spheres, and I think we may claim his 
speech as strongly supporting the view 


The Duke of Northumberland. 


{LORDS} 


|(Lord Aberdeen). 
I would ask | 


performed mar- | 
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taken by my noble friend behind me 
I shall certainly sup- 
port the Bill. If it is useful—and | 
maintain that it is useful—to put women 
upon these councils, I should say it 
would improve their position rather than 
lower it. Women were allowed to sit on 
the old vestries, whose places have been 
taken by the new borough councils, and 
it is only just that their rights should be 
restored to them. Moreover, by passing 
the Bill you will be introducing a most 
useful element into local administration. 


Tue Lorp Bishop or ROCHES- 
TER: My Lords, in rising to speak on 
this subject, I venture to claim the 
indulgence which the House always 
extends to a young Member. I have 
within my diocese in South London ten 
of the borough councils in question, and 
perhaps the fact that I am not one of 
those who urge the claims of women in 
the political sphere generally may give 
me an additional right to speak on this 
Bill. It seems to me that we may draw a 
real distinction between the  Parlia- 
mentary franchise, as well as the larger 
corporations of the country, and these 
smaller boroughs which have over them 
the London County Council. These 
smaller boroughs have assigned to them 
a very large amount of that administra- 
tive work for which women have great 
qualifications. If there is any idea “that 
the proposal of the noble Earl is meant 
to reduce the importance of the borough 
councils, I would venture to say that it 
is the very opposite which is in the minds 
of those who support this Bill. The 
noble Duke went further, and said that 
by passing this Bill we should be repro- 
ducing some of the abuses of the old 
vestries. 


Tue Duke or NORTHUMBERLAND: 

I did not mean that if I said it. What | 

meant was, we should be reducing the 

‘status of the borough councils to that of 
the old vestries. 


T shall | 


THE LorD BISHOP or ROCHES 
TER : No doubt there were abuses in the 
| old vestries, and there were women on 
| the old vestries, but I do not know that 
‘there i is anything to connect the women 
‘with the abuses. On the contrary, ot 
| those who have had acquaintance with 
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the working of the vestries, 
not be found one person who will say 
either that the women on these vestries 
were abuses, that they were responsible 
for abuses, or, indeed, that they 
were anything but of great assistance. 
I submit that this proposal will go some 
way to meet what is one of the most 
characteristic dangers of London—the 
dearth of the best material for manning 
our municipal machinery. In the poorer 
districts the number of people who have 
the leisure, the education, and the 
breadth of mind to deal in the best spirit 
with municipal administration must 
necessarily be small, and it seems to me 
that by excluding women you exclude a 
very valuable contingent which you 
might secure. There is in these districts 
what I may call a noble army of women 
workers—not professional, but voluntary 
workers—who give a large amount of 
time to philanthropic movements. and 
if you allow women to sit on these 
councils youjwill secure a really valuable 
addition to the public representatives. 
A noble Lord said privately to me that 
he could not support this Bill because he 
had never known a woman who knew 
the value of a cubic foot. To that I ven- 
ture to answer that the number of people 
on these bodies who know the value of a 
cubic foot is very considerable, and what 
is wanted is to increase the number of 


people who know the value of other things | 


which are quite as important. In reply 
to what was said by the noble Duke, may 
I just quote a statement of one who cer- 
tainly has been amongst those who have 
done the very best work in these matters 
inthe past. He says— 


{2 Juty 1901} 


there will | 


‘“T find from my experience that when one | 


becomes a member of a local body, all those 
sanitary improvements which, as an outsider, 
one is powerless to forward are within one’s 
grasp.” 


That is not answered by saying, as the 
noble Duke did, “* You can get the women 
to help in other ways The power of 
doing things within an ‘assembly and the 
power of doing them if you are outside 
is entirely different. We could hardly 
expect that women would be very willing 
to come forward and give their services 
in the way suggested when they had 
been pronounced by Parliament un- 
worthy of the opportunity of giving | 
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council would afford. I think those 
who have watched the work which is 
being done for the benefit of the people 
must see that one of the things to be 


| most desired is the mutual co-operation 


between the officials of these bodies and 
the great army of philanthropic workers, 
and if it be true that you desire to see this 
co-operation grow stronger, surely one of 
the best possible links of that kind is the 
presence on these bodies of some of those 
who have earned their spurs by showing 
their devotion in the ranks of voluntary 
workers. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I am tempted by something that 
has fallen from my noble friend Lord 
Spencer to intervene in the debate. I can- 
not look at the mere provisions of the Bill 
and say that they represent the question 
before the House. I ‘ook at this pro- 
position as part of a great movement, 
and it is right that we should see what 
that movement is and to what end it will 
bring us. I am old enough to recollect 
the commencement of it. The first pro- 
moter of this movement was John Stuart 
Mill, and his proposition was a simple 
anda plain one—-and it is the hidden pro- 
position of those who are now supporting 
this measure. That proposition was that 
women were entitled to political equality 
with men. Mr. Mill boldly laid that down 
in an article for which he assumed the 
responsibility ; and he demanded that 
equality for a specific reason. He alleged 
that women were the slaves of their hus- 
bands, that they were tyrannically 
governed, and existed in a state of sub- 
jection; and he demanded that they 
should be delivered from that condition, 


,not by their own exertions within the 


natural field of domestic life, but by 
obtaining political equality with men, 
so that by virtue of that political equality 
they might be able to carry on domestic 


warfare. In 1867 John Stuart Mill 
produced his proposition in Parlia- 
ment, and he was followed by one 
who was well gifted to be his suc- 
cessor, my right hon. friend Mr. 


Leonard Courtney. When speaking in 
'1878 Mr. Courtney laid down the 
proposition that women were so unfit 
to teach children that men had to 
forget the lessons women had taught 


them more fully which a place on the | them, that they were unfit to be wives, 


X 2 
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and that as wives they were encum- 
brances to men, and to correct this he 
asked for the political franchise for 
women, so that they might be educated 
to be fit mothers and wives. I may be 
told that this Bill does not contain any 
such proposition. Of course it does not, 
but I know from experience that as each 


{LORDS} 





And if you admit the principle of the 
ratepayer being free to choose whom 
he will to represent him on municipal 
councils, how can you vote against 
admitting women to sit in Parliament ? 
The right rev. prelate has spoken of 
the value of women’s work. iveryone 
will wish to see women performing their 





step is taken in this movement advantage 
is at once taken of it to attempt to obtain 
something more. In 1869 the oppo- 
nents of the movement were careless 
enough to allow women to obtain votes 
for town council elections, and from that 

hour to this they have been taunted | 
with that fact, and they are asked why 
they will not allow women to have the 
Parliamentary suffrage. 

The noble Earl (Lord Aberdeen) said | 
that this was a matter of principle, and | 
urged that the ratepayers should be 
allowed to choose whom they will, be it | 
a man or a woman, to represent them : | 
but if the ratepayers are allowed to} 
choose a woman to sit on one elective | 
body, why should not the voter be | 
allowed to choose a woman to ages, 

|: 
jl 


him in Parliament? Why does my 
noble friend shrink from the logical con- 
clusion of his principle? If that prin- 
ciple is correct. why should not women 
have the power to sit on the council 
of every municipal borough in England ? 
Why does my noble friend ask that they 
should be empowered to sit on the London | 
municipal councils alone? I will tell 
him. The moment this Bill is carried, 
the moment it is announced that women 
may become aldermen and councillors 
in London, there will be an unanswerable 
argument in favour of their sitting in 
other boroughs. Women are wonderful 
tacticians, and in this case my noble 
friend is one of their victims. I will 
give him this warning. Logically there 





| better for 
| they are kept off the political platform. 


good and ministering work in the 
direction of charity and kindness. a 


work which they are much better able 
to perform than men; but that is 
no reason why they should be made poli- 
| ticians. I have heard it said that Florence 
Nightingale was fit to have a vote ; but 
if she had had a vote, and had spent her 
time as a politician on political plat- 
forms, she would never have been 
the Florence Nightingale she was to us. 
Women will be able todo their work far 
the benefit of mankind if 


Tur Eart or ABERDEEN : My noble 
friend’s argument really amounts to 
this. that this Bill is but the insertion 
of the thin end of the edge. I do not 
“ge that women will be made politicians 

- being given a seat on the borough 


par but I frankly confess that, 
it the presence of women on_ these 
councils is found to be beneficial, and 


they ask for the right to sit on similar 
bodies. [| for one would not refuse to 
grant it. 

THe Lorp ArcHBISHOP OF YORK: 


My Lords, I trust that we shall to- 
night trv to do our best for the welfare 
of the community at large, undeterred by 
the terrible difticulties apprehended to 
arise in the remote future. For my 
part, [ think we shall live a long time 
before the evils foreshadowed by the 
noble Duke occur. 

Whether 


the words 


will be no answer to that conten- On question, ' 

tion. If you vote for this Bill how} proposed to be left out stand part of the 

can you resist the extension of the privi- | motion, their Lordships divided : Con- 

lege to every borough in the kingdom ?!| tents, 46; Not-Contents, 88. 
CONTENTS. 

Canterbury. L. Abp. | Chesterfield, EK. [Teller.] Hampden. \ 


York, L. Abp. | Selborne, E. 
Bristol, M. | Spencer, E. 
Ripon, M. Strafford, I 

| 


Beauchamp, §. | Cobham, V 
Buckinghamshire. F. | Gordon, V. | 
Camperdown, F. [Teller. t 
Carlisle, E. | Halifax, \ 


Lod Juimes of Hereford. 


Bath and Wells, I. Bp. 
| Chichester, 4. Bp. 
| Gloucester. L. Bp. 
' Hereford, L. Bp. 
Lichfield, L. Bp. 
Ripon, L.. Bp. 
Rochester, L. Bp. 


E. Aberdeen.) 
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St. Albans, L. Bp. Gage, L. 

Winchester, L. Bp. 

! Hobhouse, L. 
Kilmarnock, L. 
Kinnaird, L. 
Leigh, L. 
Lingen, L. 
Monkswell, L. 


Battersea, L. 
Brassey, L. 
Braye, L. 
Colchester, L. 
Erskine, L. 


(V. Gage.) 
Hawkesbury, L. , Reay, L. 
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Ponsonby, L. (H#. Bessborough.) 


1901} 


Stanley of Alderley, L. 
Stanmore, L. 

Tweeddale, L. (M. Tweeddale.) 
Tweedmouth, L. 

Welby, L. 

Wrottesley, L. 


\E. Ervo'l.) 


NOT-CONTENTS. 


Morley, E. 
Rosse, E. 
Stanhope, FE. 
Waldegrave, E. 
Westmeath, E. 


Halsbury, E. (L. Chancellor.) 
Argyll, D. 

Fife, D. 

Grafton, D. 

Northumberland, D. [Teller.] 
Portland, D. 

Richmond, D. 

Wellington, D. 


Cross, V. 
Falkland, V. 


Goschen, V. 
Portman, V. 
Ridley, V. 


Abercorn, M. (D. Abercorn.) 

Ailesbury, M. 

Camden, M. 

Pembroke and Montgomery, Chester, L. Bp. 
E. (1. Steward.) 

Clarendon, E. (L. Chamber- 
lain.) 

Carnwath, E. 

Cawdor, E. 

Dartmouth, E. 

Denbigh, E. 

Doncaster, E. (D. Buccleuch 
and Queensberry.) 

Drogheda, E. 

Dudley, E. 

Hardwicke, E. 

Iddesleigh, E. 

Jersey, E. 

Lauderdale, E. 

Malmesbury, E. 

Mansfield, E 

Manvers, FE. 

Mayo, E. 


Abinger, L. 
Ashcombe, L. 
Balfour, L. 
Barnard, L. 
Belper. L. 
Blythswood, L. 


Orrery.) 


Carysfort, L. 
Chelmsford, L. 
Churchill, L. 
Clanwilliam, 
william.) 


[Tel’er.] 


Cranworth, L. 
Crofton, L. 
TISOLATION HOSPITALS BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to order), and | 
passed. 
House adjourned at ten minutes 
past Seven of the clock, to 


Thursday next, half-past Ten 
of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Tuesday, 2nd July, 1901. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill, with- 
out Amendment. 


Frankfort De Montmorency, | 


Boyle, L. (2. 
Brougham and Vaux, 1. 

(EZ. Carysfort.) 
L. (£. Clan- 


Clifford of Chudleigh, L. 
Colville of Culross, L. 


Digby, L. 
Dinevor, L. 
Farquhar, L. 
Fermanagh, L. 
Foley, L. 
Forester, I. 
Greville, L. 
Heneage, L. 
Hothfield, L. 
Hylton, L. 
James, L. 
Kenry, L. (2. Dunraven and 
Mount-Earl.) 
Kenyon, L. 
Macnaughten, L. 
Manners of Haddon, L. (M. 
Granby.) 
Monck, L. 
Monckton, L. 
Mostyn, L. 
Muncaster, L. 
Newlands, L. 
Rathmore, L. 
Robertson, L. 
Rothschild, L. 
Rowton, L. 
St. Levan, L. 
Shute, L. (V. Barrington.) 
Sudley, L. (£. Arran.) 
Tredegar, L. 
Wemyss, L. (LZ. 
Wimborne, L. 
Windsor, L. 
Zouche of Haryngworth, L. 


(E. Erne.) 


(V. Monck.) 
(V. Galway.) 


Cork and 


Wemyss.) 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords Com- 
missioners. 
The House went ; and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal 


| Assent to a number of Bills (see page 533). 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


|Report from one of the Examiners of 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 


| the Lords, and referred on the First 
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Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been com- 
plied with, viz. :— 
Cork, Blackrock, and Passage Railway 
Bill [Lords]. 
Doncaster Tithe Trust Bill [Lords]. 
That the Bills be 


Ordered, read a 


second time. 


DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD 
BIL 
RICHMOND GAS BILL. 
TENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL. 


Lords’ 
agreed to. 


Amendments considered, and 


METROPOLITAN © DISTRICT RAILWAY 


BILL. 


politan District Railway Bill, Standing 
Orders 84, 214, and 239 be suspended, 
and that the Bill be now taken into 
consideration, provided amended prints 
shall have been previously deposited.— 
(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Bill accordingly considered, as amended. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. Cald- 
qwell.) 

Bill accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. [New Title. | 


INVERGARRY AND FORT AUGUSTUS 
RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION 
BILL. 


[Unper Section 7, SUBSECTION (2), OF THE 
Private Lecisration Procepure (ScoTnanp) 
Act), 1899.] 


Read the third time, and passed. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION ORDER 
CONFIRMATION BILL. 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Dundee 
Corporation (to be proceeded with under 
Section 7 of the Act), 
brought in by the Lord Advocate and 
Mr. Solicitor General for Scotland. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 

“To confirm a Provisional Order 

under the Private Legislation Procedure 


{COMMONS} 


ordered to be | 


(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Dundee 
Corporation,” presented accordingly ; 
and, under 62 and 63 Vict., c. 47, s. 7 (2), 
ordered to be considered upon Tuesday 
next. 


STANDING ORDERS. 

Resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee :—‘ That, in the case of the 
Bristol Corporation (Docks and Rail- 
ways, &e.) Bill [Lords], the Stand- 
ing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :—That the parties be permitted 
to proceed with their Bill, _ pro- 
vided that proof be given before the 
Committee on the Bill of the approval of 
the Bill by the Great Western Railway 
Company and by the Midland Railway 
Company, or, in the absence of such proof, 


| provided that Clause 51 be struck out of 
Ordered, That, in the case of the Metro- , 


the Bill:—That the Committee on the 
Bill do report how far such Order has 
been complied with.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION (DOCKS AND 
RAILWAYS, ETC.) BILL [Lords]. 


Report [this day] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


i time.—(.VUr. Caldirell.) 


AND LONDON, 
DOVER RAILWAYS 


SOUTH EASTERN 
CHATHAM, AND 
BILL [Lords]. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 10). 

Mr. EGerton reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 10 of Railway Bills, 
That Mr. Alfred Pease, one of the Mem- 
bers of the said Committee, was not 
present at the sitting of the Committee 
this day. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


7 


Mr. EGerton also reported from the 
Committee on Group 10 of Railway Bills, 
That the parties promoting the Bourne- 
mouth Corporation Bill had stated that 
the evidence of Samuel Foster, Superin- 
tendent of Hants Constabulary, Bourne- 
mouth, was essential to their case ; and, 
it having been proved that his attend- 
ance could not be procured without the 
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intervention of the House, he had been | Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill ; Local 
instructed to move that the said Samuel } Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders 
Foster do attend the said Committee | (Housing. of the Working Classes) Bill ; 
to-morrow, at  half-past Eleven of the} Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 








clock. 


Ordered, That Samuel Foster do 
attend the Committee on Group 10 of 
tailway Bills To-morrow, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL 
ELECTRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL 
[Lords]. 

The CHAIRMAN OF WAYS AND MEANS in- 
formed the House that the Committee 
on the Manchester and Liverpool Electric 
Express Railway, Bill [Lords], not being 
appointed to meet until Thursday, the 
parties opposing that Bill had appeared 
before him and proved that the evidence 
of Charles Arthur Rowlandson, civil 
engineer, Great Central Railway, Man- 
chester, was essential to their case, and 
that his attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House. 


Ordered, That the said Charles Arthur 


Rowlandson do attend the said Com- | 


mittee on Thursday, at half-past Eleven 
of the clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP N). 
Sir JOHN BRUNNER reported from the 
Committee on Group N of Private Bills, 


That the parties opposing the Loeal | 


Government ProvisionalOrders (Housing 
of the Working Classes) (No. 2) Bill had 
stated that the evidence of 
Moore, of Regent Street, Leeds, manager 
of Bensons, Limited, was essential to 
their case ; and it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be pro- 


cured without the intervention of the | 


House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Thomas Moore do attend 
the said Committee to-morrow, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock. 


Ordered, That Thomas Moore do attend | 


the Committee on Group N of Private 
Bills to-morrow, at half-past Eleven of 
the clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, 


(No. 3) Bill ; Local Government (Lreland) 


Thomas | 


Local | 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order | 


Order (Housing of the Working Classes) 


/(No. 2) Bill; Local Government Pro- 


| visional Orders (No. 4) Bill; Local 
| Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) 
| Bill; Loeal Government Provisional 
| Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) 
Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (Housing of the Working Classes) 
Bill ; without amendment. 


That they have agreed to Amend- 
ments to, Chester Gas Bill [Lords] ; 
| without amendment. 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Petition from Rhyl, in favour of re- 

enactment ; to lie upon the Table. 





AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED 

! DISTRICTS AND BURGH LAND TAX 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 

; Petition from Sutherland, in favour 

of re-enactment ; to lie upon the Table. 

CREMATION BILL. 

Petition from the Sanitary Institute, 

in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


| EDUCATION BILL. 
Petition from Blackburn, 
to lie upon the Table. 


against ; 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from Bradford, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION. 
Petition of Personal Rights Associa- 
‘tion, for the retention of women as 
members of representative educational 
‘authorities ; to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Battersea, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 
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Questions. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Petition from Cardiff, 
to lie upon the Table. 


for alteration ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO) 
CHILDREN BILL. 
Two Petitions from Blackburn, against; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Garston ; 
Warmley ; West Hackney ; Denbigh ; | 
Exeter (two) ; Woodford (nine) ; 
tatyn ; Wingate; Marylebone; Byker ; 
Witheridge ; and Bury St. Edmund’s ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SHOPS BILL. 
Two Petitions from Blackburn, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON 
BILL. 


Petition from Sarisbury, 
lie upon the Table. 


against ; to 


VACCINATION 
Petitions in 


BILL. 


favour, from Battersea, 





and Personal Rights Association ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
Copy presented, of 
Annual Report (for 1900-1901), 
Appendices [by Act] ; 
Table, and to be printed. 


with 


[No. 246.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
ORDERS. 

Copies ordered, ‘‘ of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders in- 
cluded in the Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 7) Bill.” 

“ Of Memorandum stating the nature 
of the Proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) 
Bill.” 

“Of Memorandum stating the nature 
of the Proposals contained in the Pro- 
visional Orders included in the Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) 
Bill.”’ 


PROVISIONAL 
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Pres- | 


ACCESSION ! 


Twenty-sixth | 


to lie upon the, 
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“ Of Memorandum stating the nature 
roposals contained in the Pro- 


‘| visional Orders included in the Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) 


Bill.” 


‘And, of Memorandum stating the 
nature of the Proposals contained in the 


| Provisional Orders included in the Elec- 


tric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) 


| Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


‘** of Memorandum stat- 


PIER 


Copy ordered, 


ing the nature of the Proposals included 
in the Pier and Harbour Provisional 
/Orders (No. 2) Bill.’—(Mr. Gerald 
Balfour.) 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATING) ACT, 
1899 (AMOUNTS PAID TO ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS). 

Return ordered, ‘‘ showing the amounts 
paid in respect of each Administrative 

County or County Borough during the 

period between the 15th day of Septem- 

ber, 1899, and the 31st day of March, 

1900, in respect of the payment ot 

half the rates on the Tithe Rent-charge 


under the Tithe Rent-charge (Rating) 
Act, 1899."—(Mr. Alfred Hutton.) 


QUESTIONS. 
'SOUTH AFRICA—JAMESON RAID— 
QUEEN’S HALL MEETING OF 


OPPONENTS OF THE WAR. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether, in settling the final terms 
of peace with the Boers, His Majesiy’s 
Government propose to take into con- 
sideration the whole of the circumstances 
attending the Jameson raid; and, if 
so, will His Majesty's Government 
consent to grant a Select Committee of 
this House to reopen and complete the 
inquiry into that raid with a view more 
fully to ascertain the origin thereof, the 
whole of the circumstances attendant 
thereon, and the persons implicated 
| therein. 


Mr. HORNER (Lambeth, N.): Before 
i the right hon. Gentleman answers I 
‘should like to ask whether he will take 


into consideration the action of the people 
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581 Questions, 


who were responsible for the traitorous | 


meeting lately held at the Queen’s Hall. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I rise to order, Sir. I think I heard the 
hon. Member speak of the meeting at the 
Queen’s Hall as a traitorous meeting. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member’s question was irregular 
and | stopped it, but an hon. Member is 
not prevented from applying any terms 
which he pleases to meetings outside the 
House. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE : But if Members 
of this House were present at those 
meetings ! 


AN Hon. MemBer : ‘They ought not to 
be. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
‘of that. 


I can take no notice 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): In answer to the question on the 
Paper, I have to say that we do not pro- 
pose to reopen this subject. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
the Colonial Secretary has been distinctly 
accused of complicity in the raid 2 


HAWKSLEY-RHODES-HARRIS CORRE- 
SPONDENCE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether he will state on 
what grounds he bases his refusal to lay 
upon the Table of the House the corre- 
spondence between Mr. Hawksley, the 
solicitor of the Chartered Company, and 
the Colonial Secretary, accompanying 
and following the Return of the 
Rhodes-Hawksley-Harris Correspondence 
dealing with the alleged complicity of 
the Colonial Office in the plot against 
the Transvaal, which was lent by Mr. 
Hawksley to the Colonial Secretary at , 
his request. 
SECRETARY 


THE OF STATE For 


tHE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
do not admit the | 


Birmingham, W.): I 
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correctness of the description given by 
the hon. Member of the correspondence 
in question, but I would refer him to 
my reply of 7th August last,t to which 
I have nothing to add. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I will now 
ask this further question. Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that it has been 
stated that this correspondence proves 
his complicity in the raid ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise out of the question or the 
answer, and it is not a proper question to 


| ask. 


FARM BURNING. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
farms belonging to Boers who are 
prisoners of war in St. Helena and Ceylon 
have been burnt by His Majesty's forces 
in South Africa, and whether any 
compensation will be given to men 
whose farms were burnt when they were 
prisoners of war. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): I am only aware of one case 
mentioned in the Return of farms burnt. 
I can give no opinion onthe question ot 
compensation. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is_ the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that in the 
telegrams which his own Press Censor 
passed it is positively stated that farms 
of prisoners of war have been burnt ! 

Mr. BRODRICK : 
sible for any telegrams except 
which come from Lord Kitchener. 


T am not respon- 


those 


MRS. KRUGER. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
despatches have passed between Lord 
Kitchener and the Secretary of State 
for War as to the advisability of per- 
mitting Mrs. Kruger, the wife of Mr. 
Kruger, to remain in the Transvaal. 


Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir. 


+See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 1xxxvii., 
page 904. 








583 Questions, 
SOLDIERS’ PENSIONS. 
Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Morley): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether he can state 
what is the scale of pensions paid to 
the soldiers who fought in the Crimean 
War, and how that scale compares 
with the pensions which will be received 
hy those engaged in the present war. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): The rates of 
pension for soldiers who fought in the 
Crimea ranged—(1) for wounds or injuries 


{COMMONS} 


from 8d. to 3s. a day, according to rank | 


and degree of injury; (2) for disabilities 


wholly due to war service from 6d. if | 


under fourteen years service, to 1s. 7d. 
if over fourteen years service; and (3) 
for service, after twenty-one years, from 
Sd. to 2s. 6d. a day, with an additional 
grant for good conduct badges up to 6d., 
according to rank and length of service. 
The present rates are—for wounds or 
injuries, including disabilities wholly due 
to war service, from 6d. to 3s. 6d. a day, 
according to rank and degree of injury, 
and for service (after twenty-one years) 
from ls. ld. to 3s. 6d. a day, with an 
additional grant for service beyond 


twenty-one years, according to rank 
and length of service. 


PENSIONS—CASE OF THOMAS MACKIE. 

Mr. KEIR HARDIE (Merthyr Tydvil): 
| beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that Thomas 


Mackie, who had served as a soldier for | 


twenty-one years in the 42nd and 79th 
Highland regiments, has been deprived 
ot his pension of £33 9s. 8d. a year ; 
and can he state what condition or regu- 
lation this man had violated to justify 
this penalty. 

Lorp STANLEY: This 


nan Was 
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State for War whether he can state how 
many militiamen have been sent to South 
Africa during the present war; how 
many of these men were under the age 
of twenty when sent; and how many 
regular recruits under the age of twenty, 
and therefore ineligible for foreign service 
with their regular units, were subse- 
quently sent to South Africa attached 
to Militia battalions. 


Lorp STANLEY: The total number 
of Militia sent out during the war is 
28,039. Roughly speaking, about 8,500 
would be under twenty, and the number 
of regular recruits under twenty attached 
to the Militia was about 4,100. 


Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : 
are under the age of sixteen 
many have been kidnapped ? 


How many 


1 How 


THIRD DORSET MILITIA. 


CoLoNEL BRYMER (Dorsetshire, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War whether the 3rd Dorset Regiment, 
having now been embodied since 14th 
December, 1899, and having been in 
Ireland since 9th March, 1901, can now 
be disembodied. 


Lorp STANLEY: The case of this 
regiment and others is under considera- 
tion. 


THIRD BATTALION GORDON 
HIGHLANDERS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office if he can now state 
what decision has been arrived at by the 
War Office with reference to the disem- 
bodiment of the 3rd Gordon Highlanders 


| now serving at Aldershot. 


struck off the pension list in 1896 by the | 


Chelsea Commissioners on account of 


his gross misconduct in having made | 


unfounded and scandalous accusations 
against an officer. As an act of grace. 
portion of his pension was restored in 
1899. 


MILITIAMEN IN SOUTH AFRICA. 
Mr. ARTHUR LEE 
Fareham): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


Lorp STANLEY : 


The case of this 


regiment, with others, is now being 
considered. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON: But it has 


| been stated in the press that a decision 


has been arrived at. 


Lorp STANLEY: I must ask for 


| notice of the question. 


(Hampshire, | 





Dr. FARQUHARSON : I willf put it 


on Thursday. 
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Questions. 


MALL ARM AMMUNITION FOR 
MACHINE GUNS. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if he will state what was the cause 
of the failure of the small-arm ammuni- 
tion in the recent machine gun com- 
petition at Aldershot, and by whom the 
faulty ammunition was manufactured. 


585 
Ss 


Lorp STANLEY: No report of any 
such failure has been received from 
Aldershot. 


» MILITARY DISTURBANCE AT 
SHORNCLIFFE. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : | 
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names of the ships in which the Admiralty 
fittings for carrying horses were substi. 
tuted for the ordinary trade fittings, 
the time occupied by such change, and 
the cost in each case. 


Questions. 


THe SECRETARY to Tue ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNoLD-ForsTER, Belfast. 
|W.): The ships in which the Admi- 
ralty horse fittings were substituted for 
the ordinary trade horse fittings were : 
‘ British Princess,’> one hundred horse 
stalls ; “‘ St. Andrew,” fifty horse stalls ; 
‘“Cymric,” seventy horse stalls. No 
extra time was occupied in the change, 
and no expense was incurred by Govern- 
ment. 


| beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 


War whether he can give the names, | 
rank, regiment, and length of sentence, | 


in each ease, of the soldiers recently 
convicted by court-martial of mutiny 
at Shornceliffe ; whether he can explain 
the cause of the mutiny, and lay the 
full report of the proceedings of the 
court-martial upon the Table of the 
House. 


Lorp STANLEY : Two soldiers were 
tried at Shorncliffe, one for creating a 
disturbance and for also firing ball 
cartridge, and one for offering violence 
to his superior officer. A sentence 
of twelve months 


for the former. As I told the hon. 
Member before, there was no mutiny, 
only a quarrel. It is not considered 
necessary to lay the proceedings on 
the Table of the House. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Wiil you 


give me the names and rank of the! 


men ! 


Lorp STANLEY: No, Sir. 
Mr. 


because they are Irish ? 
them all the same. 


But I will get 


ADMIRALTY HORSE FITTINGS ON 
TRANSPORTS. 
Mr. HERBERT: LEWIS (Flint 


Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he can state the 


imprisonment with | 
hard labour was awarded for the latter | 
offence, and two years and discharge | 


PATRICK O'BRIEN : Is it not | 


GIBRALTAR AS A NAVAL BASE. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: [ beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in view of the present condition 
of the Mediterranean Fleet and the 
importance of Gibraltar as a naval 
base for that fleet, His Majesty’s Govern- 
' ment will agree to the appointment of a 
Select Secret Committee of this House to 
examine and consider all official Reports 
upon the defensibility of Gibraltar made 
to His Majesty’s Government during 
the last seven years, and in the possession 
either of the Foreign Office, the War 
| Office, the Colonial Office, or the Admi- 
ralty ; if so, whether they will cause in 
especial to be laid before that Committee 
the Report of Captain 8. Buckle, R.E., 
dated 17th January, 1894; of General 
Sir John C. Ardagh, C.B., Director ot 
Military Intelligence, dated Ist May, 
1900 ; of General Sir Robert Biddulph, 
G.C.B., Governor of Gibraltar, dated 28th 
December, 1900 ; of Major-General F. G. 
| Slade, C.B., commanding the Artillery 


/at Gibraltar, and Colonel J. F. Lewis, 
| R.E., dated 4th February, 1901 ; and of 
General Sir George White, V.C., G.C.B., 
| Governor of Gibraltar, dated 9th Fel- 
/ruary, 1901; and, if not, will they state 
the general effect of the six Reports in 
| question as regards the tenability of the 
western side of Gibraltar as a naval 
| base. 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
| that such a Select Committee as my hon. 
'friend suggests would be really for the 
public advantage. 
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INDIAN CIVIL SERVICE—COMPEN- | amounted to about Rs.286, or more 
SATION ALLOWANCES. than a month’s pay for a subaltern; 
Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hull, Central): and whether the German officers in 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for! China had an extra allowance of £1] per 
India whether he has given orders that | ‘day, and whether any decision has yet 
claims advanced by public servants in| been arrived at by the War Office in 
India for compensation allowance, under | regard to the question of a supplementary 
regulations he has sanctioned, are to be | allowance to Indian Staff Officers serving 
finally decided by the Government of! in China on account of the extra expenses 
India except in cases where new or | entailed upon them ; and, if not, whena 
doubtful points are raised which are | decision may be expected. 
not covered by the rules ; whether this | 
dimitation on the right of appeal to the Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am aware 
Secretary of State from decisions of the that a cavalry officer has to take four 
Government of India is intended to! servants with him on active service, 
apply to cases in which that Govern-| but I do not know what was the cost 
ment fails or declines to inform the of their outfit on this occasion. I am 
claimant on what point or points under | informed that the German ofticers were 
the rules they hold him not to be entitled | granted for this China Expedition a 
to compensation ; and whether, in any | special ‘‘ equipment allowance ”’ accord- 
case, when the Government of India| ing to rank. For subalterns it was 
fails or refuses to state the grounds of about 10s. a day. British officers with 
its decision to amy officer who appeals | the expedition have been granted special 
to it under these or any other regulations, concessions on account of quarters, fuel, 
he will allow such officer to submit his and lighting; and in Hong Kong and 
case directly to the Secretary of State Shanghai an extra sum on account of 


for revision. the high cost of living generally. 
*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror ’ itl oer. 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiron, Middlesex, OFFICIAL LANGUAGE IN THE 


Ealing) : The Government of India have | MAUBITIUS. 
been authorised to give a final decision| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: — I beg 
upon all cases of exchange compensation | to ask the Secretary of State for the 
allowance which are provided for in the Colonies whether there is any intention 
regulations approved by the Secretary to substitute the English language in 
of State. But if any officer memorialises Mauritius for French as the official 
the Secretary of State against the refusal | language ; and whether, having regard 
‘of the Government of India to give to the inconvenience and the unpopu- 
reasons for a decision in which he is larity with the inhabitants of the Mauri- 
concerned, then, whether that decision | tius of such a change, he will be able 
relates to a case of exchange compensa- | to give an assurance that there will be no 
tion, or to any other matter his memorial | alteration in the long-established official 
will be dealt with under the general | language of this island. 
rules applicable to memorials, and may 
or may not be forwarded to the Secretary! Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The infor- 
-of State according to the merits of the mation in the possession of the hon. 
ease, J treet seh | Member appears to be somewhat anti- 

INDIAN STAFF OFFICERS’ ALLOW- | quated, because English has been the 
ANCES FOR THE CHINESE CAMPAIGN, | Official language for sixty years. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING: I beg to ask | 
‘the Secretary of State for India whether | EXPULSION OF A MEMBER OF THE 
his attention has been ealled to the fact VICTORIAN ASSEMBLY. 
that a cavalry officer of the Indian Staff Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to 
Corps has by regulation to take on! ask the Secretary of State for the 
service four pers nal attendants, namely, Colonies whether he is aware that Mr. 
one body servant and three syces, and Findlay, a member of the Legislative 
‘that the cost of extra clothing for these | Assembly of Victoria. has been expelled 
servants for the China campaign has the Assembly for having published a 
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reprint of an article which appeared in 
the Irish World ; whether the Premier 
of the Colony communicated with the 
Colonial Office before taking this action ; 
and whether the expulsion of Mr. Findlay 
was recommended as a punishment for 
his offence. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
no information as to the expulsion 
referred to beyond what has appeared 
in the press. No communication was 
addressed to His Majesty’s Government 
with reference to the proposed expulsion, 
and no recommendation has been ten- 
dered by the Colonial Office on this 
subject, as the matter was one for the 
responsible Government of the colony 
to deal with. 


BRITISH CONSULATES—FAROE 
ISLANDS. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask 
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THIBETAN EMBASSY TO RUSSIA. 


Mr. NORMAN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, seeing that the so-called 
Thibetan Embassy has reached St. 
Petersburg and is about to be received 
by His Majestv the Tsar, he can now give 
the House any information upon the 
| subject ; and will he state whether any 
communication concerning this so-called. 
‘embassy has been addressed to the: 
Russian Government. 


Questions. 





* Viscount CRANBORNE: We have 
heard that a mission from Thibet has 
arrived in Russia, but we are without 
| detailed information as to its character. 
| His Majesty's Government have not 
|} addressed any communication to the 
| Russian Government on the subject. 
| 


| Mr. NORMAN asked if the noble Lord: 
| was in a position to state whether he 


| would be able at a future time to make a 
statement on the subject. 


the Under Secretary of State for Foreign | 


Affairs whether a paid consul has lately 
heen appointed to reside in the Faroe 
Islands, and, if so. at what salary ; and 
can he explain why this post has been | 
preferred over several recently abolished | 
in Asia Minor and elsewhere; and} 
whether changes made from time to time | 
in the list of paid vice consulates and 
consulates can be brought directly to the 
knowledge of Parliament. 


*Tue UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Vis- 
count CRANBORNE, Rochester): In April 
of last year the unpaid vice consul at 
Thorshaven, a gentleman of Danish 
nationality was replaced by a consul 
with a salary of £400 and an allowance 
of £100 for office expenses. 
represented that in view of the troubles 
which had recently occurred in connec- 
tion with fishery questions, and the 
importance of the interests involved, 


It had been | 


| *Viscount CRANBORNE: Perhaps 
| the hon. Member will put down a question. 
| on the subject. 


UGANDA RAILWAY. 

CoLoNEL DENNY — (Kilmarnock 
| Burghs) : | beg to ask the Under Secre- 
| tary of State for Foreign Affairs whether 
| he can state how many times the Crown: 
'Agents for the colonies have been 
| obliged to fill up steamers chartered for 
the carriage of material for the Uganda 
| Railway with Welsh coal, what the price 
/was at which they purchased the said 
coal, and which Welsh port they loaded 
at. 


| *Viscount CRANBORNE: No Uganda 

| Railway steamers have been obliged to 

| fill up with coal, coal having only been. 
shipped to fulfil the requirements of the. 
| railway. 


it was desirable that a salaried consulate | 


should be established in the Faroe Islands, 
and the arguments in 
course convinced the Secretary of State 
that such an appointment was urgently 
required. 
paid consulates and vice consulates is 
shown in the annuil Estimates laid 
before Parliament. 


favour of this | 


Every change in the list of | 


COAL DUTY. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil) : 
'I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
'chequer if, in respect of coal contracts 
entered into prior to the 19th April, and 
| deposited with the Customs with a view 
| to securing a remission of duty, he will 
state the quantity of coal sold under 
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covered contracts for delivery between | as under the operation of Clause 3 of the 
the 31st December and the end of the! Finance Bill, as amended in Committee, 
financial year and subsequently, and also | no duty will be charged on the pitch used 
the quantities in the case of uncovered | in the manufacture of patent fuel when 
-eontracts sold for delivery up to the end | the coal ingredient can be bought at a 
of December, the end of March, and_| price below 6s. per ton, but the full duty 
subsequently. will be charged on pitch when the manu- 
Tur CHANCELLOR or tHe EX-| facturer is compelled to pay a higher 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, | Price for the coal ingredient : and, seeing 
Bristol, W.) : 1am not ina position to give | that pitch exported from this country 
free of duty is largely used by fuel manu- 


the information for which the hon. | 

Member asks. The evidence of cover has | facturers abroad who compete with 

not yet been completely examined, and | those in this country, will he on the 

it is possible that more such evidence | Report stage of the Finance Bill provide 

than that already given to the Customs | for a drawback on patent fuel equal in 

may be adduced ; so that I might only be | amount to that levied on the pitch ingre- 
- , | dient used in its manufacture. 








misleading the House if I gave the figures 
he asks for at present. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The amount 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS : I beg to ask Mr. | of pitch used in the manufacture of 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he | Patent fuel does not, I believe, exceed 
can state what steps will be taken by the | 10 per cent., so that, having regard to 
Customs to ascertain the proportion of | the value of the article, the question ot 
the cargo liable to duty in the case of | competition with foreign manufacturers 
shipments of through and through coal does not seem very important. But I 
where the large is of a value exceeding shall be prepared to consider an Amend- 
Gs. per ton, and the small of a value below | ment of the kind suggested in the Ques- 
that value, and consequently entitled | 1". if it should be placed on the Paper 
to a remission of the duty ; whether he is | for Report. 
aware that Cardiff steam coal when | 
sereened a second time at the port of | 
shipment produces nearly 10 per cent.of| Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth) : 
what are known as dock screenings ; and![ bee to ask Mr. Chancellor of the 
will exported coal screened only at the Exchequer whether his attention has 
colliery be allowed a partial or propor- heen directed to the inconvenience which 
tionate remission on the amount of small has arisen in consequence of a decision 
contained, when the value of dock screen- | affecting the validity of the Continuation 
ings is below 6s. per ton ; and, if so, how | Clause in policies of marine insurance ; 
will the amount be ascertained. 'and whether he will consider the possi- 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH : The Customs | bility of introducing provisions into the 
will not take the initiative in such a case. Finance Bill which will meet this diffi- 
It will be for the exporter of the coal who culty. 
has paid the duty upon it to prove his 
claim to a rebate, in respect of some, Sin M. HICKS BEACH: My atten- 
portion of the cargo, if he so desires. In| tion has been directed to this matter by 
a given consignment of coal at, say, 10s. a} a communication from shipowners and 
ton, there might be some proportion of underwriters, and I think that an 
dust which, if separated from the large | amendment of the law with regard to it 
coal of which it is the refuse, might sell | is required. I was prepared to accept 
for less than 6s. a ton. But unless it the clause which my _ hon. friend 
formed a separate consignment and sale, | put on the Paper, but I found it could 
at a separate price, distinguishable from | not be moved without a previous reso- 
the rest of the cargo, it could not be | lution in Committee of the House, and 
recognised as a subject of rebate. 'with that object I have placed on the 

| Paper for this evening a. resolution in 

DUTY ON PITCH FOR PATENT FUEL. | Committee of Ways and Means, which | 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS : I beg to ask the | propose to take before the Budget is 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, further proceeded with. 


MARINE INSURANCE. 
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GREAT MALVERN POLICE COURT. 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 

Rugby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he is aware that it is the practice of the 
magistrates at Great Malvern Police 
Court to deal at the sitting of the court 
with all applications to the bench (such 
as applications for extension of hours at 
public-houses) except applications for 
certificates of exemption from vaccina- 
tion, but to make parents applying for 
such certificates wait until the business 
is over, with the result that these appli- 
cants sometimes have to wait in court 
for three and four hours, and whether he 
will suggest to the magistrates that they 
should treat these applicants as they do 
others. 


Questions. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
{ircnieE, Croydon): I am informed that 
applications for certificates of exemption 
from vaccination are postponed till after 
ordinary business at the court in question. 
but that in this respect they are treated 
in the same way as all other applications 
except licensing applications. The ar- 
rangement of business is entirely in the 
discretion of the court, and I have no 
power to interfere. 


Mr. CORRIE GRANT: I am aware 
that the right hon. Gentleman has no 
power to interfere, but could he not 
make a suggestion, which would be oi 
value coming from him ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: No; I am afraid J 
cannot do that. I do not care to make 
suggestions to which I can give no 
practical effect, and which the justices 
might not see their way to adopt. But 
perhaps the fact of the hon. Member 
having put the question may have the 
desired effect. 


RACING ADVERTISEMENTS. 
Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether the 
Government propose to take steps to 
prevent the advertising in the news- 
papers of the United Kingdom of racing 


or other competitions carried on abroad | 
of the description which were, in the | 
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recent case of Regina v. Stoddart, held 
to be illegal when carried on in this 
country. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I am_ not satisfied 
with the present state of the law, but His 
Maejsty’s Government do not propose 
to introduce any legislation on this sub- 
ject this session. 


STRATFORD-ON-AVON ELECTION 
DISTURBANCES. 

Mr. CORRIE GRANT: | beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether his attention has 
been called to what has taken place at 
Stratford-on-Avon during the recent 
election, when, of the four Liberal meet- 
ings held there, all were disturbed and 
three were broken up, and is he aware 
that, on Monday night last, the Liberal 
committee-room was broken open: and 
whether he will lay upon the Table of 
the House the reports to the Home Office 
as to the part taken by the police in 
endeavouring to maintain order. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: It is no part of the 
duty of the police to enter or interfere 
within the building in the ease of political 
meetings within doors unless summoned 
to suppress actual breach of the peace. 
So far as the preservation of order gene- 
rally is concerned, | have no reason to 
suppose that they fell short of their duty 
in any Way on these occasions. | am 
informed that there is no truth in the 
report of a Liberal committee-room 
having been broken open on the 24th 
June. The answer to the last paragraph 
is in the negative. 


Mr. JOYCE: Does the same law 
apply to Ireland ? 
Mr. CORRIE GRANT: Thad in- 


tended to move the adjournment of the 
House in order to call attention to the 
conduct of the police during the recent 
election at Stratford-on-Avon, but since 
I put a question on the Paper the hon. 
Member for Peckham has given notice 
of a motion to cal] attention to the dis- 
turbances at thesame election. I wish to 
know whether the terms of that motion 
exclude a motion for adjournment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is so. The 
notice of motion on the Paper is so 
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wide as to cover any possible motion for 
adjournment on the matter. 


RAILWAY PROFITS IN GREAT 
BRITAIN. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


Central): I beg to ask the President of | 


the Board of Trade, in view of the fact 
that the net profit on the working of the 
twenty principal railways in Great 
Britain shows a diminution in the first 
six months of 1901, compared to the 
corresponding period last year, of over 
£1,600,000, and that this involves a pass- 
ing or reduction of dividends in home 
railways, whether he will consider the 
desirability of appointing a small Expert 
Committee to consider whether the work- 
ing of the railways at a reasonable profit 
is hampered by legislative restrictions or 
the rules connected with them. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central) : No, Sir; 1 do not think there 
is a prima facie case for such a Com- 
mittee. I believe my hon. and gallant 
friend will find that the diminution, 
whatever it may be (his figure relates 
to a period which only expired yester- 
day), is sufficiently accounted for by 
the increase in the price of coal, cost of 
wages, and rise in rates and taxes. 


COMPENSATION TO SEAMEN FOR 
ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade whether he 
has had any reply from the owners of 
the sailing ship ** Kelburn ” with regard 
to the accident which happened to a 
seaman named Ernest Franklin, now an 
inmate of the Hamydriad Hospital, 
Cardiff, and whether the owners intend 
to offer this man substantial compensa- 
tion; and whether he intends to take 
any action agiinst the captain for forcibly 
taking to Ernest Franklin while 
suffering from severe injuries requiring 
immediate medical attendance. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


Sed 


Yes, Sir. 


The owners of the * Kelburn ” inform me 
that the seaman in question, being de- 
sirous of being shipped to Cape Town or 
fangoon, they have expressed willing- 
ness to send him in one of their ships, 
and to give him a small money present , 
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for his outfit. As regards the action of 
the master of the “ Kelburn,” further 
inquiries shall be made upon the return 
of the vessel, which is now due at Val- 
paraiso, to this country. 


MARKET RETURNS. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he can arrange for 
the official returns of prices received 
under the Markets and Fairs (Weighing 
of Cattle) Act, 1891, to be published 
weekly instead of quarterly. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The question of accelerating the 


publication of the official prices is under: 


the consideration of Lord Mansfield’s 
Committee on Scottish Agricultural 
Prices. I hope to receive their Report 
at an early date. but meanwhile any 
further statement on the subject would 
be premature. 


SWINE FEVER. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Agriculture if there is any informa- 
tion in his Department to show whether 
swine fever can be produced  spon- 
taneously in an animal which has never 
been in any infected place. 


Mr. HANBURY : There is no informa- 
tion whatever to show that the disease 
can be produced spontaneously—on the 
contrary, a strong Expert Committee 
appointed in 1895, which sat during 
nearly two years, reported unanimously 
that swine fever was due to the introdue- 
tion from a diseased pig of a special 
bacillus into the system of the healthy 
pig. 

Major RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : 
‘Is not the right hon. Gentleman of the 
opinion that a good deal of swine fever 

is produced by compensation ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes; I think I ex- 
pressed that opinion pretty clearly in 
Committee. The effect of the present 
law is ridiculous, as the Board of Agri- 
culture have no power to award com- 
pensation for less than the value of the 
sound pig. 
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BADCAUL PIER (ROSS-SHIRE). Fishery Board, and had whilst acting 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord in that capacity conducted an investiga- 
Advocate whether the Congested Dis- tion into the value of these particular 
tricts Board have yet arranged to provide | beds; and seeing that the fishermen 
a grant tow..rds the construction of a do not acquiesce in the new arrangement, 
pier at Baacaul, Little Loehbroom, | whether he will agree to state a mutual 
Ross-shire. /case to be submitted for the judgment 
‘of the Court of Session as to the legal 
*THe LORD ADVOCATE (zr. A.|right of the fishermen to work the 
GraHaAM Murray, Buteshire): ! am) mussel beds as they were accustomed 
informed by the Congested Districts | to do prior to 1897. 


Board that the matter referred to by) x, , ; ' 
the hon. Member has been considered, | Paice Fo Baga oe petra ach se 
but that they informed the county clerk aia 3 ‘ 
am ; ’ let by the Fishery Board after public 
of Ross-shire on the 21st ult. that they clientes <6 ti Valen. Tele 
are not prepared to give the grant for | ste was taken in the interests of the 
a steamer pier at Badcaul on the ground | +f a ik ad eames gear tes 
that they have quite recently aided in org ”b nal igs closers ae 
the erection of a pier in the most neces- ne a gg Ragewrnrrel 4 bongs he 
sitous part of Little Lochbroom, and in. t Ke : ‘ 5A Ii e 
the immediate neighbourhood of the S-Ni cosine manage ed” Saimin gir ieee aie 
ecamahiil wheg is in dependence in the court of session, 
gi oi al and there is no room for the presentation 
of a special case. 
NEW ROAD IN THE ISLAND OF LEWIS. 


nn WEIR: I beg to = 8 Lord; {LLEGAL TRAWLING CONVICTIONS. 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary | \ , 
for Scotland, if he will state what arrange- snaiae sp seahorse 7 sires 
ments have Been arrived at in regard for Scotland, whether he will consider 
Me: : tL Dok Tyictast the advisability of introducing legislation 
Gravir and Cromore, in the Park District to provide as om person or persons 
of the Island of Lewis. be not in the pay of a State Department, 
%, through whose evidence a conviction 
* > ip ps f * ‘ ~e ° 
a “7 Sage cae piston ag Re “a _is obtained against the master of a vessel 
a pee »s iad nig : rs nici | engaged in illegal trawling, shall receive 
seateocoenghnneediade ted cli ar Poae-vsearsnd proportion of any sum of money levied 
the county council and the Lewis District “* ~% Pe. aL des 
. ae as a fine, or which may arise from the 
Committee that they are prepared to | rg ; 
ae” ted st /sale of any gear or other article con- 
agree to this road being constructed fiscated under an order of the court 
according to the plan and specification “~~ ‘ 
and on the line of Mr. Fraser, C.U. The) *Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
Congested Districts Board have voted | Secretary for Scotland is of opinion, in 
a grant of £2,700 for the road on this; which I concur, that it would not be 


line on the usual corditions. idesirable to alter the present procedure 
‘in the direction suggested by the hon. 
CLYDE MUSSEL BEDS. |Member. Consultation with the Fishery 


' Board has confirmed him in this view. 


Mr. KEIR HARDIE: I beg to ask | 
the Lord Advocate whether he is aware | 
that the mussel beds in the estuary of| SOUTH UIST AND BARRA MAILS. 
the Clyde at Port Glasgow have since) Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness): I 
1897 been leased to Dr. J. H. Fullerton | beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
at an annual rent of £1 per annum ; as representing the Postmaster General, 
that the yield of the beds to the fishermen | whether the Postmaster General has 
who make their livelihood out of them | received copies of resolutions passed at 
amounted last year to £1,400 ; and that | various public meetings in South Uist 
Dr. Fullerton, prior to his becoming the | and Barra, asking that the mails for these 
lessee under the Crown of these mussel | places in future should be sent via Mallaig 
beds, held the position of adviser to the | instead of via Oban ; and, as the distance 
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from Mallaig to South Uist is 56 miles, 
and from Oban 105 miles, will the Post- 
master General be able to accede to the 
desires of the inhabitants of these islands. 


Questions. 


Tae FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AuSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General has received copies of 
resolutions from South Uist and Barra 
asking that the mails for those places 
should be sent by way of Mallaig, and he 
will endeavour to ascertain whether 
arrangements could be made to afford 
a better service to the islands by way of 
Mallaig instead of by way of Oban. No 
offer has at present been received to run 
a line of steamers by way of Mallaig. 
The Postmaster General does not think | 
it likely that such a service can be estab- 
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Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
Clause 5 of the conditions of contract 


prescribes that proofs are to be sent to 
Members on the third day, excluding Sun- 
days, after the delivery of the speeches, 
and the report is to be published on the 
seventh day. These limits of time were 
fixed on the recommendation of the 
Joint Select Committee on Debates and 
Proceedings in Parliament which sat in 
1888. The present contract expires 
next year, and before a new contract is 
made I will consider whether the time 
allowed should be further restricted. I 
have no information as to the practice 
of the Canadian and South Australian 
Parliaments in this matter. 

what 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: At 
} 


time next year does the contract expire ! 





lished in the near future. 


| 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES. 

Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: I beg to! 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 
whether he can state why proof reports 
of questions and speeches should take 
four days to reach Members of Parlia- 
ment, while proof reports of proceedings 
before Private Bill Committees are 
received by them on the following day ; 
and why the revised debates should not 
reach Members for twelve days after the 
date of the debate ; whether he is aware 
that unrevised copies of the debates are | 
supplied to the Members of the House of 
Commons and the Senate of Canada on 
the day following that on which the 
speeches are delivered ; that Members 
are also supplied at the same time with 
proofs of their own speeches ; and that, 
in the South Australian Parliament, 
Members are usually supplied with the 
proofs of their speeches on the day follow- | 


ing delivery; and whether, in future, | 





| 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : In 
December next year, unless the House 
is sitting, in which case the contract 
continues till the close of the session. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Is it not the fact that every effort 
is being made by the contractors to meet 
the reasonable wishes of Members, and 
that there is a considerable improvement 
in the reports ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 


That is a matter of opinion. 


Mr. HERBERT LEWIS: May I ask 
whether, in view of the long time which 
must elapse before the close of the con- 
tract and the delays which now occur, 
it would not be possible to make arrange- 
ments for a revision of the contract, in 
order that Members of this Parliament 
may have the same facilities of following 
the debates as the Members of colonial 
Parliaments. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 


the official reporting arrangements of | do not think it would be desirable that 
the Imperial Parliament will be brought | I should terminate the contract before 
up to the standard of the Canadian | it will naturally expire, but I propose 
Parliament. /to communicate with the contractors 
‘as to whether they can do anything to 
I beg also to ask the First Lord of the | meet the views expressed in the hon. 
Treasury whether he can state what | Gentleman’s question. That is a matter 
limit of time is stipulated in the contract | for them and not for me as long as the 
with the official reporter within which | contract runs. 
proofs of speeches and the official report 
of the debates must respectively be su DUNDONNELL MAILS. 
plied to Members who desire to have a} Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Secretary 
copy of the report. ,to the Treasury, as representing the 
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Postmaster General, 


Questions. 


the fact that, under the acceleration of | 
the train service from Dingwall to Kyle | 
September, and) 


during July, August, 
October, the mail will reach Ullapool at 
5 p.m. instead of 5.40 p.m. as at present, 


will arrangements be made for the Dun- | 
donnell letters to be delivered during | 
those months on the evening of their) 


arrival at Ullapool. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Notwithstanding the proposed earlier 
arrival of the mail at Ullapool during 
July, August, September and October, 
it is not practicable to arrange for the 
Dundonnell letters to be delivered during 
those months on the evening of their 
arrival at Ullapool. Under such an 
arrangement the Dundonnell postman 
could not reach his home until half an 
hour after midnight, and the Postmaster 
General would not be justified in autho- 
rising a duty of this kind. 


0 ia | 

MOTOR CARS AT LONDON PARK 

ENTRANCES. 

Mr. MUNTZ (Warwickshire, Tam- 
worth): I beg to ask the First Commis- 
sioner of Works whether he is aware 
that motor cars are being run across 
the entrances by which equestrians 
enter the public parks at a speed of 
forty miles an hour; and whether he 
will have regulations adopted by which 
the drivers of such cars shall be com- 
pelled to slow down to a speed not ex- 
ceeding six miles an hour when passing 
such entrances. 


THe FIRST 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuetas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s) : I was not aware of the 
fact alluded to in the first paragraph | 
of my hon. friend’s question. The pace 
of motor cars is regulated by the general 
law, and not by the Parks Regulation 
Act; and the Metropolitan Police, who 
regul ate the traffic, and who are respon- | 
sible for law and order in Hyde Park, | 
have the same powers of controlling | 
the traffic in the Park as they have | 


outsice. ¥ 


POTATO SPRAYINGSIN IRELAND. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : 
ito ask the Chief Secretary to the 


I beg 
Lord 


{2 JuLy 1901} 
having regard to | 


COMMISSIONER oF | 
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Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Board 
of Agriculture will take any steps to 
supply cheap potato sprayers to district 
councils or boards of guardians in Ireland 
during the present season. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): The 
Department is not prepared to supply 
potato sprayers in the manner suggested. 
These machines stand in the same cate- 
gory as hand separators and other agri- 
cultural implements, and the reply 
given by me on the 10th instant* toa 
question of the hon. Member for North- 
East Cork as regards loans to associations 
of farmers who wish to purchase such 
implements applies equally to potato 
sprayers. 


MONAGHAN AND CAVAN LUNATIC 
ASYLUM. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state approxi- 
mately the sum expended upon buildings 
and repairs of the Monaghan and Cavan 
Lunatic Asylum for the two years pre- 
ceding the time that the new bodies 
came into power on the Asylum Board 
under the Local Government Act, and 
the corresponding expenditure for the 
two succeeding years; whether he is 
aware that works proceeding at present 
at the asylum have exceeded the original 
estimate by about £5,000 ; and whether 
he can state if the Board of Works in- 
spector is the cause of this excess, or 
who is responsible for it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The sums ex- 
pended in the two periods referred to 
were £9,213 and £18,989, respectively. 
The expenditure on works now being 
carried out has exceeded the original 
estimate by about £5,000. The respon- 
sibility rests solely in the local committee 
of management of the asylum. 


LONGFORD FAIR RENT CASES. 


_J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 


Mi 
I to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


be: 


R 
y 
5 


| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland can he state 


the number of applications to fix fair 
rents at present pending in the union 





4 * See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xciv., 
page 1469. 
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of Longford for first term and second 
term rents respectively, and when will 


Questions. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The suggestion of 
the hon. Member will be considered. 


Questions. 


the next court of Sub-Commission sit in | 


Longford, and how many of these cases 
will be set down for hearing before it. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers 
are ten and seventy-five respectively. 
A Sub-Commission will sit at Longford 
on the 10th instant for the hearing of 
cases already listed from this union. 
It is not at present possible to fix a date 
for the hearing of the cases not yet listed. 


LONGFORD JURORS’ LIST. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that, at revision of 
jurors’ sessions in Longford county, 
County Court Judge Curran has refused 
to place on the list of jurors purchasers 
under the Land Acts in Ireland who are 
entered on the rate books as owners in 
tee, thereby acquiring the status of free- 
holders ; and whether he will propose 
legislation to enable such persons where 
the value of the purchased holding ex- 
ceeds or amounts to £10 yearly to become 
qualified to act as jurors. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have been in- 
formed that Judge Curran made some 
decision on this matter, the particulars 
of which I have been unable, as yet, to 
ascertain. I cannot think, however. 
that the learned judge could, as the hon. 
Member apparently supposes, have de- 
cided that a tenant who was qualified to 
be returned as a juror should lose that 
qualification on purchasing his holding. 
If any such decision was made I will con- 
sider whether it cannot be reviewed. 
I do not think any legislation is desirable 
us to the qualification of jurors. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD 
REPORT. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in view 
ot the importance of the contents of the 
Annual Report of the Local Government 
Board, he will direct in future issues 
that an alphabetical index be printed at 
the end of it, as is done in the case of the 
Report of the English Local Government 
Board. 





R.LC.—PROTESTANT AND ROMAN 
CATHOLIC CANDIDATES. 

Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): 1 beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland will he state under 
what Act of Parliament, or what Pro- 
vision of the Constabulary Code, the 
Adjutant of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
or other officers have issued the order 
that Protestant candidates for the Royal 
Irish Constabulary are to get the »re- 
ference over Roman Catholics. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Be- 
fore the right hon. Gentleman answers 
may I ask whether, since the outbreak 
of the South African War, Protestant 
young men who are eligible for the Royal 
Irish Constabulary have not joined the 
Yeomanry for active service ! 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no doubt 
it is the case. Separate rosters are kept 
of those candidates for the’ Constabulary 
who are of the Protestant and Roman 
Catholic religion. It is for the public 


}advantage that the proportion between 


the two denominations in the force should 
approximate, as closely as possible, to the 
proportion among the people of the 
districts in which they serve. In the 
South of Ireland a proportion of about. 
75 per cent. of Roman Catholics is aimed 
at, and in the North about 65 per cent. 
This can only be effected by the calling 
forward of recruits in the manner I have 
referred to, but the matter is not regu- 
lated by Act of Parliament or the Con 
stabulary Code. 


Mr. M'GOVERN : By what authority 


is it done ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have told the 
hon. Member it is not done under Act of 
Parliament, but it is an act of administra- 
tion necessary to secure the object 
aimed at. 


ARDAGH NATIONAL SCHOOL. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury can he now 
make any statement as to the claim by 


the manager of Ardagh National School. 
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for the refund of the amount expended 
by him in erecting and finishing the 
school at Ardagh in consequence of the 


insufficiency of the estimate under Plan 
6a of the Board of Works. 


Questions. 





Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
further payment can be made on account 
of the school itself, but a claim by the 
manager in connection with expenditure 
on the teacher's residence has been re- 
ceived and is now under consideration. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: Can the hon. 
Gentleman say when a decision will be 
arrived at? It has been held over a very 
long time. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
hope in a very short time. 
a letter from the manager thanking the 
Chairman of the Board of Works for the 
consideration shown in the matter ; it is, 


I] think, an indication that the question 
is being pushed forward. 


FERMOY AND CORK RAILWAY. 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he is aware that the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Amalga- 
mation Bill was passed through Parlia- 
ment and £90,000 given by the Treasury 
on the condition that a line of railway 
should be constructed from Fermoy to 
Cork, and that a time was specified 
within which that line should be made ; 
can he state the dates fixed for com- 
mencing and completing the making of 
the line; and, if not, whether the Treasury 
will take any and what action in the 
matter to see the decision of Parliament 
carried into effect. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
money has yet been paid by the Treasury 
to the company and no payment is due 
until half of the works upon each section 
of the proposed lines are completed. 
The Act did not fix a date for the com- 
mencement of the new works, but it 
stipulated that they were to be com- 
pleted by August, 1904. As I stated 
yesterday, I believe that work has not 
been begun upon the Fermoy-Dunkettle 
sectiun. I am in communication with 


{2 Juty 1901} 


I have seen | 
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| position to make any statement as to 

what action the Treasury will take. But 
\I will communicate with the hon. 
| Member as soon as a decision is reached. 


Questions. 


| _ Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Is the hon. 
iGentleman aware that the Act was 
|passed on the express condition that 
| this line should be made 2 


| Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Yes; and that condition is embodied in 
i the Bill. 


IRISH NATIONAL EDUCATION 
BOARD—ARCHBISHOP WALSH’S 
RESIGNATION. 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
‘I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
,Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
public statements made by the Arch- 
bishop of Dublin, setting forth his 
reasons for resigning his seat on the 
Board of National Education in Ireland ; 
and whether the Government are pre- 
pared to institute such a public inquiry 
into the state of facts disclosed by the 
Archbishop as his Grace demands. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. I have 
read reports of two interviews accorded 
by Archbishop Walsh to representatives 
of the press, in which he is stated to 
have expressed the opinion that a 
Parliamentary inquiry was desirable. 
The hon. Member will, I think, allow 
that in any case the formulation of the 
specific charges either by or on behalf 
‘of Archbishop Walsh seems a necessary 
preliminary even to the consideration 
| of the question whether a Parliamentary 
‘inquiry could be usefully instituted. 
Should such an inquiry be found desirable 
‘it should not, I submit, take place until 
‘the process of coping with arrears of 
work, which has already been attended 
| by a large measure of success, is com- 
pleted or approaches completion. A 
|vast amount of clerical and actuarial 
‘labour has been thrown on the National 
| Board of Education owing to the intro- 
duction of the new rules. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Is it not 
a fact that specific charges have been 
formulated by Archbishop Walsh in 


the company and the Irish Government’ the interviews to which reference has 


upon the subject, and am not vet in a_ been made? 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: I will not discuss | withdrawn has already been introduced 
whether they are specific or not; but! and has passed its First Reading, not 
I think the hon. Member will agree with | under the ten minutes rule, but under 
me that the Government cannot take | the more ancient practice of the House, 
into consideration what is said to be ait is not really necessary to go through 
report of an interview which has not! the same form with regard to a measure 
been confirmed bythe person interviewed. | which only embodies part of it. 

It is clearly within the power of some one 

to prefer these charges in some more; Dr. MACNAMARA: Is it not the 
formal manner and bring them under | fact that the essential principle of that 
the notice of the Government. | Bill was hotly contested in this House ? 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL TEACHERS— Pr . eo — poendietgp seg 
TENURE OF OFFICE. | that the hon. Member is correct in his 


: representation. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Den- 
bighshire, W.): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
of the decision of the Government not a 7 : 
to proceed with the Education Bill, and gg ge ag dy * beg “6 
the consequent diminished demands upon vk 0 vill soectige pew ry 
Parliamentary time, he will consider the 4 - lice say yr Tri h kd ay ed 
desirability of providing, by legislation the discussion the irish ucation 
this session. reasonable security of Vote. [ may explain that we wish to 
tenure to public elementary school discuss the position of affairs caused by 
teachers . | the resignation of Archbishop Walsh of 
‘ 4 ‘his seat on the Board of Education. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the . 
demands on Parliamentary time will Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should very 
be sufficient to satisfy the greediest uch desire to have an early date for the 
member of this House hefore the session | discussion of the Education Vote ; and 
is ended. But I have already stated although I do not like to pledge myself 
that the Government propose to intro- | 4 the present moment, I should suggest 
duce a Bill on this subject, which, if it that Friday week would be the proper 
proved to be uncontroversial, would be | "™e- 

assed into law. ‘ Tomer. m 
P | Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: The 
Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Will 12th of July! 


shat be this session ! " ‘ 
“sh ata : | Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I hope that 
Me. A. J. BALFOUR : J have already | the important, business here will detain 
made that promise. the hon. Member in the House of Com- 
/mons on that day. 


THE EDUCATION BILL. Mr. GALLOWAY: What Supply is 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : | it proposed to take to-night ? 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- | 

sury whether, having regard to his) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If, as I hope, 
statement last Thursday to the effect we conclude the Committee stage of the 
that the Education Bill to be introduced | Budget Bill at an early period of the 
is designed to vindicate the essential | evening, we shall then take the Supply 
principle of the Bill now withdrawn, he on the Paper. I have been very careful 
will reconsider his decision to take the | to put down Votes which I hope are un- 
First Reading of this highly contro-| controversial, and the reason I have done 
versial proposal under the ten minutes | so is that I think it very desirable, in the 
rule. ‘interests of Supply, that we should get 
a large number of Votes. At the present: 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the/ time we are very much behind in the: 
hon. Member will see that, as the Bill now | actual number of Votes passed. 
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YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments, from 
the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 247.] 

Minutes of Proceedings of the Standing 
Committee to be printed. [No. 247.] 

Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
Committee), to be considered upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 247.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). | 


Mr. HaLsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection: That they had dis- 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. 
Fenwick (added in respect of the Sale of 
Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill) ; 
and had appointed in substitution: Mr. 
Donal Sullivan. 


Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Committee : That they had added to the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure the 
following Fifteen Members in respect of 


the Beer Bill:—Sir Harry Bullard, Mr. | 


Chaplin, Sir Michael Foster, Sir Edward 
Greene, Mr. Groves, Sir William Har- 
court, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, Mr. Lam- 


bert, Mr. Fletcher Moulton, Mr. Murphy, | 
Sir Cuthbert | 


Mr. Price, Mr. Purvis, 
Quilter, Mr. Joseph Walton, and Mr. 
Samuel Young. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to, Isolation | 


Hospitals Bill, without amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to declare the Law in regard to 
the reform of the Convocations of Canter- 
bury and York, and to make provision | 
for joint sittings of the said Convoca- 
tions.” Convocations of the Clergy Bill | 


[Lords]. 


BILLS. 
EDUCATION (No. 2). 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE!| 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, | 


NEW 


{2 Jury 1901} 


Cambridge University) : This Bill w hich them by Parliament, 
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I have to ask the leave of the House now 
to introduce contains substantially two 
clauses of the measure which I brought 
in many weeks ago, and the further 
proceedings in connection with which 
have been discharged. To these clauses 
have been added a few words for the 
purpose of enabling the Local Govern- 
ment Board to bear harmless members 
of school boards for expenditure which 
has been bona fide incurred by school 
boards before the passing of the Bill. 
The clause is very short, and I will read 
it to the House— 


‘*Where a school board has at any time 
during the twelve months immediately preced- 
ing July 31, 1901, maintained out of the school 
fund any school or class to the maintenance of 
which the school fund is not lawfully applicable, 
the council of the county or county borough 
within which the school or class is held or, with 
the sanction of the Board of Education, any 
other local authority under the Technical 
Instruction Acts 1889 and 1891 for the district 
within which the school or class is held, may 
empower the school board to carry on for 
the period of one year from that day the 
work of the school or class to such extent 
| and onsuch terms as may be agreed on between 
| such council or local authority and the school 
| board, and to apply to the maintenance o: 
the school or class such sum out of the school 
|fund as the council or local authority may 
sanction. Where any expenses incurred bya 
school board in respect of any such school or 
class before the said day are sanctioned by the 
Local Government Board, the legality of those 
expenses shall not be questioned in any court.” 








As soon as the House gives leave, the 
| Board of Education will send a notice 
/to every county or county borough 
council informing them of the contents 
'of the Bill, and asking them to make 
immediate arrangements to enable them 
| to carry out inplenty of time the functions 
which this Bill imposes upon them. 
The only addition to the clauses in the 
Bill is the introduction of the technical 
instruction committee in addition to the 
county or county borough council. 
\It is introduced for the purpose of 
facilitating arrangements being made, 
| because it may be impossible or incon- 
| venient for some county councils to 
meet, and the other local authority under 
| the Technical Instruction Act will be 
able to give the permission which is 
necessary to carry on the school. The 
Government do not anticipate that these 
bodies will have any difficulty in 
discharging the functions east upon 
the 





| 
| 
| 


because 
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House must remember that, under the 
Technical Instruction Act, they are 
the bodies which Parliament has charged 
with maintaining, providing, and aiding 
secondary education of a certain kind— 
what is called technical instruction. 
That is the kind of instruction which is 
given in nearly all the schools in ques- 
tion ; they are practically schools giving 
technical instruction. These bodies have 
ample Parliamentary powers, and, if 


they had had funds as ample, there | 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 619 
Now, Sir, we are all glad, of 
course, that the Government have 


dropped their former Bill—{ Ministerial 
cries of “ No.’’]—we are glad for this 
reason, that it would have been impos- 
sible—and I say it in no controversial 
spirit—it would have been impossible for 
that Bill to have been adequately dis- 
cussed in this session. I am sorry that 
the Government should not have taken 
the natural sequence of events after 
dropping the Bill—I am sorry that they 





would have been no occasion to trouble | did not take the attitude of preserving 
the House, because they would have | the status quo upon this very important 
been able to make arrangements for | question for at least another year, until 
the carrying on of these schools with-| the House had an opportunity of dealing 





out any further statutory authority. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That leave be given to bring in a Bill 
for enabling local authorities to empower 


school boards temporarily to carry on | 


certain schools, and for sanctioning cer- 


tain school board expenses.” —(Sir John | Page : 
revolution in this country, and they are 


| trying to do it by a mere side wind. The 
The | 
extreme brevity of the right hon. Gentle- | 


Grorst.) 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): 
man’s statement in introducing this Bill 
does not remove the objection which | 
many of us feel to the action of the 
Government in bringing it in under the 
ten minutes rule. When we recollect the | 
language, which we were not privileged | 
to hear, but which I believe was cor- 
rectly reported as having been used by 
the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury on Thursday last, we see | 
that the Government regard this measure | 
as one which is intended to establish a 
very large and far-reaching principle. 
Although it is true that the Bill now 
dropped was discussed at length, and that 
a good deal of light was thrown on the | 
provisions of that Bill, still, in view of | 
what has subsequently occurred, I thinkit | 
is greatly to be regretted that a contro- | 
versial Bill—a highly controversial Bill— | 
should be introduced under the ten 
minutes rule. I say it is greatly to be | 
regretted that a Bill of this magnitude | 
should have been introduced in a way 
which prevents us from having a discus- | 
sion on the various principles embodied | 
in it—a discussion which, I think, would | 
have been profitable to the House, 
profitable to the country, and probably | 
advantageous in the light of our future | 
discussions. 


Sir J. Gorst. 


'that it 


‘properly with the question. Instead of 
‘that, they have taken a course open to 
| the gravest objection. They are seeking 
|to snatch upon a temporary Bill the 
assertion of an important and far-reach- 
ing principle. They are seeking, in tact, 
to effect what amounts to an educational 


right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
House, in the course of a speech to his 
followers, said that, if they carried the 
Bill, they would have affirmed in the 
clearest and most explicit ma- ner 
was not the school board 
but the local authority to which they 
should look for carrying out their 
great schemes, and that if they did that, 
even with a temporary measure, it would 
be well worthy of their efforts. Now I 
submit that that is not a principle which 
ought to be affirmed in a temporary 


| measure ; and I regard it as singularly 


injurious to the public interest that it 
should be attempted in a temporary 
measure of this kind to establish and 
carry out what is nothing less than an 
educational revolution. I may go further 
and say that if the Government think 
that they will settle that principle by this 
Bill they are very much mistaken. We 


i shall not, certainly on this side of the 


House, accept this Bill as final with 
regard to that principle. We shall 


consider it as having been brought in in 


an improper way and at an unfitting 
time. We shall hold ourselves perfectly 
free to raise all the large issues which this 
proposal involves whenever the Govern- 
ment bring forward their Bill in a subse- 
quent session, and I think the Govern- 
ment will find in the long run that they 
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have not lessened the opposition which | 
their proposal has to face. or lessened the 
time to be devoted to the subject. 

I have another objection to the course 
the Government are taking. They are en- | 
deavouring to set up an entirely new 
principle, a principle which involves, to 
my mind, the maximum amount of diffi- 
eulty and friction. They are proposing 
to subject one popularly-elected body, | 
elected for a particular purpose, to 
another popularly-elected body elected for 
another purpose, and for such a course 
as that I think there is no precedent 
in our legislation. I know of no other 
ease in which Parliament has expressly 
delegated a particular function to one 
popularly elected body, and has placed 
that body under the control of another 
authority elected for an entirely different 
purpose. Then, they propose to subject a 
body which possesses special knowledge 
and experience to a body which 
possesses neither. It is admitted that 
the county and borough councils do not 
possess that special knowledge and ex- 
perience. I do not know whether the 
responsible decree will rest with the 
technical instruction committee to. 
which the right hon. Gentleman refers, 
or with the county and borough coun- 
cils, but I gather that in the last resort 
it rests with the county borough councils. , 
But the county and borough councils 
for this purpose are uninstructed bodies, 
and the remarks of the right hon. Gentle- 
man have not removed my objection, 
because the technical work done by the 

Technical Instruction Committees is by 


'are 
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no means the same thing as the work 


‘that has been done in the higher grade 


schools and in the evening continuation 
schools. If they have done a_ larger 
work, it has been a different kind of work, 
and work with which technical in- 
struction committees have not necesarily 
come into contact. Therefore, I cannot 
admit for a moment that the technical 
instruction committees are competent 
to control and revise the action of the 
school boards in these matters. Lastly, 
the proposal of the Government 
is to throw work on the county and 
borough councils, work for which they 
unsuited in many ways, and 
which they were unwilling in many 
cases to assume or discharge. ‘These 
considerations, taken together, therefore 
appear to me to show that the Govern- 
ment have, on the whole, taken the very 
worst possible course that could be taken 
in this matter; that their course will 
produce the maximum of inconvenience 
to these most important and_ useful 
schools, and a great deal of friction 
between the two sets of local authorities. 
I consider that course to be such 
an unfortunate one that I think all true 
friends of education are bound now, and 
hereafter, to give this Bill a firm and 
determined opposition. 


The motion being opposed, Mr. 
Speaker put the Question thereupon in 
pursuance of Standing Order No. 16. 


” The House divided: Ayes, 242 ; Noes, 
174. (Division List No. 305.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. Sir Alex. F. 
Aird, Sir John 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | Bignold, Arthur 
Allsopp, Hon. George | Bigwood, James 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Joceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 


| Bond, Edward 


Brassey, Albert 


Beach,Rt. Hon.SirM.H.(Bristo! 
| Bhownaggtee, Sir M. M. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 


| Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boulnois, Edmund 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJ ohnCharles Ready 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 





Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt.Hon. A.J. (Manch’r 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W. (Leeds 
Balfour,Maj.KR (Christchurch | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin | 





| Campbell,Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow | 


Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. | 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cust, Henry John C 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
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Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield 
Dixon-Hartland,SirFredDixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt.Hon.Sir WilliamHart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Philip S.(Warwick,S.W. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, Hn.GRC.Ormsby-(Salop. 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. SirJohn Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Gretton, John 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hain, Edward 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence (KentAshford 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, RobertTrotter 
Hoare,Edw. Brodie(Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hope,J.I’.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John(Kent,F’ versh’m 
Howard, J. (Midd ,Tottenham) 
Hozier, HonJames Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt.Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Austin, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


| Perey, 


| Boland, John 


| Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
| Brigg, John 
| Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) | 


{COMMONS} 


Kenyon, James ( Lancs, Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop | 
Know les, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. | 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky, Kt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Frederick N. S. | 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Col.CharlesW. (Evesham) 
Long,Rt.Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) | 
Lucas,ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth) | 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 
M‘Calmont,Col.H.L.B.(Cambs. | 
M‘Iver,SirLew is(EdinburghW | 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Maxwell, RtHnSirH.E.(Wigt’n 
Maxwell, WJH. (Dumfriesshire | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan,DavidJ(Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford , 
Mount, William Arthur 

Mow bray, Sir Robert Gray,C. | 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 

New digate, Francis Alexander | 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert —— 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Penn, John 

Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 





| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 


NOES. 


Bell, Richard 
Blake, Edward 


Boyle, James 


Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 


| Welby,Sir CharlesG. 
| Whiteley,H 
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Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


| Ridley,Hon.M.W.(Stalybridge) 


Ridley,S.Forde( Bethnal Green} 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


| Robinson, Brooke 


Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


| Ropner, Colonel Robert 


Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
| Samuel, Harry S. ( Limehouse) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 


| Stanley,Hn.Arthur(Ormskirk) 


Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hn. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 


| Tollemache, Henry James 
| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Taunton 
E.( Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C, Vernon- 
.(Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,RtHnJ Powell-(Birm. 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E. R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hn. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr- 
Anstruther. 


Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


| Cameron, Robert 


Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutty, William J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Elibank, Master of 

Ellis, John Edward 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 

Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 





Drinking Places 


{2 Juty 1901} 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 

Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJ osephF.( Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 








Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Macnamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley,Rt.Hn.John(Montrose) 
Morton, EdwardJ.C. (Devonp’t | 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norman, Henry | 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) | 
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Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham 
Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid,Sir R.Threshie( Dumfries) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


' Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred\Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr 
Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings) 
Thompson,DrE C(Monagh’n,N 


| Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R.) 
| Tomkinson, James 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


| Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 


Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 








Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H. (Bristol,E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 


O’ Dowd, John 


O’Mara, James 


Paulton, James 
Pease, Alfred E. 


Bill ordered to be brought in by Sir 
John Gorst, Mr. A. J. Balfour, and Mr. 
Walter Long. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 

“For enabling local authorities to 
empower school boards temporarily to 
carry on certain schools, and for sanction- 
ing certain school board expenses,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time To-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 246.] 


ANIMALS SLAUGHTERED (COMPENSA- 
TION). 

“To amend the Law relating to the 

Compensation paid for Slaughtered 

Diseased Animals,”’ presented, and read 


O’ Doherty, William 
O’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’ Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Partington, Oswald 





| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
| Wilson,Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
| TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Mr. 
Herbert Gladstone and Mr. 
M‘Arthur. 


Mellor 
(Cleveland) | 


the first time ; to be read a second time 


‘upon Tuesday, 16th July, and to be 
printed. 


[Bill 244.] 


ANIMALS SLAUGHTERED (COMPENSA-. 
TION) BILL. 

Bill to amend the law relating to the. 
Compensation paid for Slaughtered 
Diseased Animals, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Louis Sinclair, Mr. Brynmor 
Jones, Mr. Catheart Wason, Mr. David 


‘Morgan, Colonel Nolan, and Colonel. 


Tufnell. 


DRINKING PLACES (ANIMALS. 
“To prevent the contamination of 
public Drinking Places for Animals,” 
presented, and read the first time; to 
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be read a second time upon Tuesday, 
16th July, and to be printed. [Bill 245.] 


Finance 


DRINKING PLACES (ANIMALS) BILL. 

Bill to prevent the contamination of 
public Drinking Places for Animals, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Louis 
Sinclair, Mr. Brynmor Jones, Mr. Cath- 
«cart Wason, Mr. David Morgan, Colonel 
Nolan, and Colonel Tufnell. 


WAYS AND MEANS. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair.] 


CONTINUATION CLAUSES IN POLICIES. 


*THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.) : I desire to move a resolution. The 
point on which I wish to do so is a very 
technical one, but one of very considerable 
importance to the shipowning and 
underwriting interests. If hon. Members 
will look at the Paper containing Amend- 
‘ments to the Finance Bill they will see 
a clause standing in the name of the hon. 
Member for East Toxteth, whichdeals with 
‘the matter on which I propose to move 
this resolution. Under the Stamp Act 
of 1891 a policy of sea insurance made 
for time is not valid if it is made 
‘for a period exceeding twelve months, 
and a policy cannot be altered so as to 
make it extend beyond the period of 
twelve months. It has been the usual 
practice to make policies of sea insurance 
containing what is called a continuation 
clause which provides that if a vessel 
is at sea at the expiration of the policy it 
should be agreed to hold the vessel 
covered until its arrival in port. But 
two very recent decisions have been 
given, the effect of which is that under 
the provisions of the law, which I have 

‘stated to the Committee, the continuation 
clause invalidated the whole policy. I 
have gone into this matter with the 
-authorities of the Inland Revenue, and I 
have been advised that a fair alteration, 
‘in order to meet what is absolutely neces- 


‘COMMONS} 








sary for the safety of the interests to 
which I have referred, would be that a 
policy containing a continuation clause | 


should be allowed if stamped with an | 
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extra sixpence, and that if the risk 
attaches and a new policy is not taken 
out covering the risk the continuation 
clause shall be stamped as a separate 
policy. Therefore, I move the resolution 
standing in my name. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That an additional stamp duty of 
sixpence shall be charged, on and after 
the 15th day of July, on every policy 
of sea insurance made for time containing 
a continuation clause, and that if the 
risk covered by the continuation clause 
attaches and a new policy is not issued 
covering the risk, the continuation clause 
shall be liable to stamp duty as a separate 
policy. "—(Mr. Chancellor of the Ez- 
chequer.) 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said that 
this was only another illustration of 
the extreme inconvenience of the prac- 
tice of introducing resolutions in Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. What 
conceivable reason could there be for all 
this mystery in reference to this parti- 
cular proposal? He thought it was 
extremely unfair, unless great necessity 
was made out, to spring such a reso- 
lution on the House without any notice. 
In the present case all the notice on the 
paper was that “the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was to move a resolution ” ; 
and there was no possibility of any 
Member of the House forecasting the 
nature of that resolution. He was fully 
aware that discretion should be left to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to hold 
back the Budget resolutions, but in all 
other cases of resolutions imposing taxes 
there was no reason why the same 
notice could not be given of them as of 
any other business. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; 
Committee to sit again to-morrow. 
o 


FINANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. } 
Clause 11 :— 


Question again proposed, 
Clause 11 stand part of the Bill.” 


“ That 
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Bill. 622° 


Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, 8.) said that | for nearly thirty-seven years, from 1786 


he objected to this clause, and submitted 
that the suspension of the Sinking Fund 
was one of the worst features of the 
Bill. Some of the best financial autho- 


' to 1823, and as the system had lasted 


so long it was natnrally carefully 
examined. After full inquiry the best 


| authorities came to the conclusion that 


rities in the City declared that that was | no good had been effected by the main- 


the case, and that the great fall in Con- 
sols from 114 to 94 was due toit. The 
suspension of the operation of the Sink- 
ing Fund had more a moral than a 
material effect on the price of Consols. 
The suspension of the Sinking Fund 
meant that this country was in financial 
straits and was being put to a very severe 
strain. The public and foreign coun- 


tries regarded the suspension of the_ 


Sinking Fund as the last resort of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to provide 
funds for the war. 


a dividend in a bad year, took the de- 


preciation on buildings and machinery | 


fund. The suspension of the Sinking 
Fund was bad finance, and it destroyed 
the credit of the country. It also raised 
the interest on money this country 
would have to borrow in the future, and 


lowered the price of Consols, the effect of | 


which was that a heavy permanent 
burden was placed upon the nation. 
*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) agreed 


that the matter dealt with in the clause 
under discussion was one of great interest 
It dealt 


with some £4,000,000. The 


hon. Member for South Kilkenny ap- | 


peared to argue that it would be a good 
thing if the Sinking Fund were main- 
tained, but he did not think that that 


argument could be sustained when they | 


had to borrow so much money as at 
present. [An Hon. MemBer: Why 
not 7] Because they would simply have 
to borrow more money in order to 
sustain the Sinking Fund, and it would 
do more harm in that way. 
once a period in the history of this coun- 
try when the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had to face similar great financial 
difticulties—he alluded to the time of the 
great war with France. At that time 


the very course advocated by the hon. | 


Member who had just sat down was 
followed by this House, and the Sinking 


Fund was maintained, although a large | 


amount of additional borrowing had to 


The finances of the | 
country were in much the same position | 
as a company which, in order to pay | 


There was | 


be done for that purpose. This was done | 


| tenance of the Sinking Fund during the 
| years of borrowing. 


The only result 
had been that considerable expense had 
been incurred, and so far as the amount 


| of the National Debt was concerned the: 


indebtedness was just the same at the 


|end of the time as if there had been no 
Sinking Fund. He would therefore like 
'to ask the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


whether any expenses would now be 
saved during the period that the Sinking 
Fund was suspended. In adopting this 
policy he believed that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was following the- 
correct course. Three or four years ago, 
when the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
first proposed to suspend the Sinking 
Fund, the Opposition strongly opposed 
him, but the reason for this course was 
that then there was a small surplus. 
When the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
came to a period in which, in order to- 
provide supplies for the year, he was 
compelled to borrow, then he abolished 
the Sinking Fund, and he acted wisely in 
so doing. The question was, Had they 
saved anything by doing away with the 
Sinking Fund? The low price of Con- 


+. | sols had been referred to, and this was 
and ought not to be passed sub silentio. | sols ha : 


undoubtedly a very serious question. 
This was undoubtedly owing to the large 
amount which the Government were 
borrowing. Continually large loans had 
been issued, and they brought down the 
price of Government securities. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer told the 
House some time ago that this War Loan 
would be £41,000,000, but when it was. 
issued they found that the total amount 
was £60,000,000, so that the right hon. 
Gentleman borrowed largely in excess of 
what seemed absolutely necessary for the 


| year, and the result was a fall in the price 


of Consols. He thought they might 
fairly ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 


'chequer not to borrow more than was 


absolutely necessary, so that no greater 
strain would be placed than was necessary 
upon the national securities. The Com- 
mittee ought to realise that in suspending 
the Sinking Fund they were doing away 
with one of the most important services. 
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of this nation. Of necessity the Sinking |the present juncture there might be 
Fund was suspended in this clause, and | circumstances justifying the course pro- 
the right hon. Gentleman could not do | posed by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
better while borrowing. He did think, | he thought the House ought to show that 
however, that the Chancellor of the|it was determined to keep up the old 
Exchequer ought to promise them that | level the moment the war ceased. 
he would use every effort with his col- | 
leagues to press upon them the necessity); Mr. SYNNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
of economy in every department, and of lets, Poplar) said he cordially agreed with 
ceasing to borrow, so that the Sinking! what had fallen from the Member for 
Fund might be restored to its proper| Exeter in regard to the Sinking Fund. 
figure as soon as possible. | Under present circumstances it was quite 
obvious that it would be very costly 
*Sir EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter) said | to borrow money at a higher rate of 
the hon. Gentleman who had just sat | interest, instead of suspending the Sink- 
down had not been consistent, for he|ing Fund. In the circumstances under 
began by praising the suspension of the | which they found themselves he thought 
Sinking Fund and ended by criticising | the Chancellor of the Exchequer made 
the suspension on the ground that it did|a very great mistake in reducing the 
harm to national credit. It was with the Sinking Fund three years ago. But 
latter statement that he was inclined to | for that process, they would have had a 
agree. larger sum available for the war than at 
present. If they had increased taxes in 
*Mr. LOUGH said the hon. Member | times of prosperity, and also reduced the 
had misunderstood him. What he said | expenditure, they would have entered 
was, that when the Chancellor of the upon the war in a much stronger position 
Exchequer had to borrow in order to) than they occupied under the present 
provide supplies for the year he did right circumstances. The suspension of the 
to suspend the Sinking Fund. | Sinking Fund had had a good deal to do 
| with the fall in the price of Consols which 
*Sir EDGAR VINCENT said it was| had taken place. The Sinking Fund 
undesirable to suspend the Sinking Fund | gave the Chancellor of the Exchequer a 
unless there was an extreme and urgent large sum of money to play with, and 
necessity. It was true that the Chan- this led to extravagance on the part of 
cellor of the Exchequer, with a war on} the Government, because the different 
hand, might be justified in saying that departments, seeing that there was 
urgency was proved to suspend the | £2,000,000 available, increased their 
fund, but he would like to say that the demands, and the money was swallowed 
normal level of English finance must be up in the increased expenditure of the 
maintained at a point at which not| country. He very much regretted that 
less than 4,600,000 should be provided | the Chancellor of the Exchequer reduced 
annually. No Chancellor of the Ex-/| the Sinking Fund three years ago, for 
chequer could justly claim a surplus|it showed an extraordinary lack of 
unless the revenue was sufficient to meet | foresight. They had had a good many 
the expenditure of the country, including | debates, not only this year, but last year, 
this Sinking Fund. There was no doubt | in reference to the amount of money 
whatever that our national credit, as| which had actually gone to provide 
measured by the money market, was at | for the cost of this war. The Chancellor 
a level which was below that which it | of the Exchequer had claimed credit 
had recently been, and far below that |for the fact that in consequence of 
which they would like to see it. He | £18,000,000 being taken from the old 
maintained that among the causes which | and new Sinking Funds he was enabled to 
had produced this fall was the policy | reduce the burden falling upon the coun- 
which had been adopted with regard to | try in respect to the war. He dissented 
the Sinking Fund. The effort which | entirely from that view : that was money 
had been made to maintain this Sinking | distinctly allocated for the diminution 
Fund was a prominent feature of their | of the debt, and therefore the Chancellor 
national system of finance. Although at | of the Exchequer could not claim credit 


Mr. Lough. 
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for the money going in diminution | 
of this new debt, rather than the old | 
debt. The only test of the right hon. | 
Gentleman’s courage in regard to this | 
matter was the new and additional | 
taxation which he had imposed upon the 
country in order to meet the expendi-| 
ture of the war. And even if they looked | 
at that, and excluded the two Sinking | 
Funds altogether, the courageous nature | 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s speech | 
was not quite satisfactory, because of | 
the whole cost of the war—£170,000,000 
—the additional taxation only amounted | 
to £27,000,000, and if £4,000,000 odd | 
were deducted for the interest, there was | 
only £22,000,000 out of £170,000,000 
which was raised by fresh taxation. 
He felt very strongly that as soon as 
the pressure of the war was over, and 
we counted up our expenditure and 
revenue, it would be essential for the 
right hon. Gentleman to explain that 
he had made a mistake three years before, 
and the right hon. Gentleman, if we 
were to maintain our credit and reduce 
the debt, would have to increase the 
Sinking Fund to a much larger extent 
than had been the case in the last few | 
years. 
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charge appears to me to be quite outside 
the proposal now before the Committee. 
The hon. Member below the gangway 
objected to this clause because in his 
opinion the suspension of the Sinking 
Fund had reduced the price of Consols 
from what they were three years ago, 
and I gathered that in the opinion of 
the hon. Member this affected the price 
of land stock in Ireland. I do not agree 
with the view of the hon. Member that 
the suspension of the Sinking Fund has 
had the effect which he believes. If he 
will look at the money market he 
will see that the price of all valuable 


‘securities has gone down practically as 


much—[An Hon. Member: More. |— 


and in some cases more than the price of 


Government funds. I believe the main 
reason for the reduction in the price of 
Consols is that the public have begun 
to appreciate the fact, which they were 
rather slow to appreciate, that two 
years hence the interest on Consols will 
be reduced to 24 per cent. The price 
of Consols a few years ago was out of 
all proportion to their real value. To 
my own knowledge, there have been 
many cases in which trustees holding 
money in Consols became awake to the 


‘fact that they were holding that security 


*Srr M. HICKS BEACH: I hope the 
Committee will not discuss this matter 
in the manner adopted by the hon. 
Member. He does not object to the 
clause ; he agrees that it is necessary and 
proper, and yet he has taken this oppor- 
tunity for embarking on an attack on 
my policy three years ago in reducing 
the Sinking Fund by £2,000,000, a 
totally different thing to what we pro- 
pose now. Of course, I do not say for a 
moment that the fact that the Sinking 
Fund is suspended does not pro tanto 
stop the reduction of the National Debt, 
and I have always affirmed that Parlia- 
ment ought to pursue the reduction of | 
the National Debt in time of peace. | 
All I have said is this, that taking the | 
cost of the war on the one side, and the 
means by which the cost is to be provided 
for on the other, we have provided so 
borrowing. I admit that in that process 
much by taxation and so much by) 
we have also suspended the reduction 
of the National Debt, which in time of 
peace we should not have done. But | 
the permanent reduction of the fixed Debt 


reduction of the price of Consols. 


'at far beyond its real value, and there- 


fore they placed them on the market, and 
invested elsewhere what they realised. 
That, I think, is the main reason for the 
T ean 
only say in conclusion that I am quite 


|as alive as is the hon. Member who has 


just sat down to the necessity of main- 


| taining the policy of reducing the Debt 
|in times of peace. 


The hon. Member 
suggests that because I reduced the 
amount of the Sinking Fund three years 
ago I was guilty of a want of foresight. 
I admit that [ did not foresee what 
has happened since, nor, I think, did he 
nor anyone else. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON said he had 
stated that the price of Consols had 


‘fallen very considerably before the war 
‘and that he attributed that to a large 


extent to the reduction of the Sinking 
Fund and the increase of peace expendi- 
ture. Those were the two things which 


‘he thought the right hon. Gentleman 


ought to have foreseen. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hope that 


when the hon. Gentleman comes to 
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occupy the position I now hold he will | wishes that the non-existing Opposition 
exhibit all the foresight which he| had opposed his schemes for every tax, 
now associates with the position of | and I cannot help thinking that these 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. Ij remarks might discourage people lending 
have proposed certain taxes, every one} him support. But this question of the 
of which has been debated, opposed, and | Sinking Fund is far more important 
divided against in this House. I now) than that, and I am very glad to hear 
propose to raise money by suspending at last one voice on the other side of the 
the Sinking Fund, which, at any rate, | House in favour of the Sinking Fund. 
has this merit, that it saves us from! The real truth is that the Sinking Fund. 
borrowing in order to pay off debt, and js the basis of the credit of this country. 
that is opposed also. If I propose to/ This country has been threatened in its 
borrow, that is opposed. Every means | trade by the competition of other nations, 
ot raising the money necessary for the put it still maintains, or has up to now 
requirements of the country have been | maintained, the highest credit of any 
opposed, and most of them have been | nation in the world: that gives it the 
opposed by the hon. Member himself. command of the money market of the 
I do not at all wish to escape criticism, | world; and that is due in no small degree 
that is the fate of every Chancellor of the to its steady determination to diminish 
Exchequer ; but the hon. Member will its public Debt. That is the real founda- 
find it is impossible to please everyone. tion of our credit, and my hon. friend 
[ can only do my best by the indulgence | who sits by my side was, 1 think, quite 
of the House. entitled to point out that the Sinking 
Funds, which are the basis of this credit, 

Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- have been seriously shaken in conse- 
mouthshire, W.): Having had the mis- | quence of the conduct of the right hon. 
fortune myself to occupy the position of Gentleman and _ his predecessor, Lord 
the Chancellor of Exchequer, I think at | Goschen, who in times of profound peace, 
least I may claim that this Opposition | with large surpluses at their disposal, set 
has not opposed the Budget of the right themselves to work to cut down the 
hon. Gentleman. I think the largest) Sinking Fund. That attempt to 
number of divisions which I have taken impair the credit of this country has 
part in this session have been in support | done a mischief which I believe it. is 
of the right hon. Gentleman. I have! almost impossible to repair. The 
heaped coals of fire on his head, because [| right hon. Gentleman said that in 
remember in 1894, when I had a Debt to | time of war it was necessary to suspend 
meet, the right hon. Gentleman and his | the Sinking Fund. I do not object to 
friends opposed every tax that was called | that, but he says that when peace returns 
for to meet the necessities of the country, he will restore the Sinking Fund. But 
and especially the right hon. Gentleman what prospect has he when peace returns 
voted against every single tax, including of so doing, or what prospect has he of 
that which was to meet the wants of the creating a surplus out of which this 
Navy. Therefore, I think I may claim Sinking. Fund can be restored? The 
that we are in a more tolerant position | o|q Sinking Fund was the result of 
with regard to the proposals of the an accidental surplus owing to a mis- 
Government. ‘calculation in the Budget, but the new 
Sinking Fund was a provision for the 

*Smr}M. HICKS BEACH: Would the | liquidation of the Debt by the imposition 
right hon. Gentleman forgive me. I of more taxation than was required for 
have often been very grateful to him for the annual expenditure of the country- 
his support, but I never dreamt that It was for the express purpose of keeping 
what I said would be taken as alluding down the National Debt. The honour 
to the Opposition as a whole, because | of instituting that provision belonged to 
such a thing does not exist. ,a Conservative Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, Sir Stafford Northcote ; it 
Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Then) has been of immense service to the 

I suppose that the right hon. Gentleman | country, and it has only been in the last. 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 
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ten years that two Tory Chancellors of | have borrowed enough to carry on the 


the Exchequer have attempted to destroy | war up to the Ist of April next, so far 


its effect. 


the Government of 1894 was 


I am bound to say that when | 
in dis- | 


tressed circumstances, when we had to | 
raise supplies under enormous difficulties, | 
with a very small majority, we absolutely | 


refused to diminish the Sinking Fund, 
and raised more money in order that it 
should be maintained. 
has been that until recently the country 


The consequence | 


has deliberately raised taxation to the | 
amount of £5,000,000 or £6,000,000 a | 


year, which has been appropriated to the 
diminution of the National Debt, and it 


has been that which has placed the | 


country in the highest credit among the 
nations of the world. Now you have 
borrowed for this warnearly £150,000,000 
—the exact figure I do not 
and nobody knows how much more you 
will have to borrow. You are spending 
a million and a quarter a week, and you 
cannot say how many weeks that expendi- 
ture is going on. I do not quite know 
whether the loan which the right hon. 
Gentleman has raised is raised on the 
hypothesis that the war is to continue 
every week until the Ist of April next. 
I do not know, but it will have to come 
out, whether it is on the hypothesis of the 
war continuing until the end of the 
financial year, or to what date it is that 
the estimate for this loan has been made. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It was 
based on the amount taken in the Army 
Estimates for the continuance of the 
war during the financiai year. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT : There- 
fore it is based on the hypothesis that the 
war will continue up to the end of the 
financial year, the Ist of April next. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: It was 
estimated in the Army Estimates that 
the war would cost a certain sum up to a 
certain date, and that then the expendi- 
ture would diminish. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 


not quite understand. ‘ Up to a certain 
date,andthen it would begin todiminish.” 
When will it begin to diminish ? 


| before the war. 


know— | 


as I can see at present. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT : There 
was one remark of the right hon. Gentle- 
man which rather surprised me. He 
said he thought that the issue of this large 
sum in Consols had nothing to do with 
the diminution in the price of Consols. 
That was a very extraordinary circum- 
stance. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No; the right 

hon. Gentleman has misapprehended me. 
I was not alluding to Consols, but to the 
suspension of the Sinking Fund, and to 
its effect on Irish Land Stock, which had 
been alluded to by the hon. Gentleman 
below the gangway. 


Sr WILLIAM HARCOURT: 
regards Irish Land Stock, that is a 
different question. The hon. Member 
for Poplar said that the issue fof th 
large amount of Consols must diminish 
the price of Consols. How can you put 
any such amount of Consols on the 
market as the right hon. Gentleman has 
done without unusually lowering the 
market ? 


As 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Only slightly. 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: I do 
not know what the doctrine of the right 
hon. Gentleman is with reference to the 
money market, whether it is that you 
can throw £120,000,000 of Consols on 
to it without affecting the price of Consols. 
Anybody knows that a much smaller 
quantity than that will usually affect 
the price. Then we are in this position : 
[ should like to know, and I hope we may 
have the Chancellor of the Exchequer’s 
pledge, that when peace returns he 
intends to restore the peace Sinking 
Fund to its former condition—that is a 
pledge we have a right to demand. I 


should like to know, supposing you raise 


£100,000,000 Consols, how many years 
it will take at £5,000,000 a year to reduce 
that Debt. In twenty years I think you 
may have replaced the country, in respect 
of Debt, in the same position as it was 
You will find yourself 


“Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not in no better position than before the war 
know the exact date. But I believe I) took place. These are all considerations 
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which, after all, the country ought to 
take into account. It ought to con- 


sider the extremely grave position in| 


which it stands, not only in respect 
of its taxation. After all, you cannot 
impose this amount of taxation- with- 
out in the long run affecting the 
condition of your people. You cannot 


increase the Debt without laying it upon | 


those who come after you, and who will 
have demands made upon them at least 
as great, and probably greater, than are 
made upon you. You are laying upon 
them this burden, and doing it with a 
light heart. There is a phrase of the 


French Minister who began the war with | 


Germany. He said he did it with a light 
heart. I am not charging the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer with that, 
because I know that he has not a light 
heart in the demands he has to make on 
the country. But there are too many 
people in this country who say that it 
does not signify what we expend or what 
we borrow, and that we have plenty of 
money. It is the old Jingo policy, 
** We've got the men, and we've got the 
money too.’’ But we are told now that 
we have not got the men, and that we 
have a difficulty in getting them. There 
may come a time when you have not got 
the money too. 
take every opportunity afforded us, either 


in this House or out of it, of impressing | 


upon the country the gravity of the 
position in which it is placed by the 
financial demands made upon it, and 
of showing that it is not simply, as has 
been well said, a question of millions of 
pounds—which we talk of now as if they 
were farthings—but that it is a question 


which affects the condition of the people 


and the future of the country. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 


said he acknowledged with gratitude | 


that in 1894, when there was such 
strenuous fighting on the Finance Bill, 
ia which he himself took a humble part, 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member | 


for West Monmouthshire did not once 
revert to the closure, and although in that 
year the Government were greatly 
pressed for money, he did not entertain 
the notion of interfering with the Sinking 
Fund. He would always remember that 
to,the credit of the right hon. Gentleman. 
He only wished that the present Govern- 


Sir William Harcourt, 


{COMMONS} 


We ought, I think, to_ 
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‘ment, with their large majority, had 


followed the example set in that 
respect. He was not disposed to quarrel 
with the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for suspending the Sinking Fund in the 
present year, when the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was a borrower; but it was 
impossible to forget that in the years of 
increasing trade and bursting prosperity 
the right hon. Gentleman never lost an 
opportunity to drop both Sinking Funds. 
In a very short period the price of 
Consols had fallen 20 per cent.—an un- 
exampled fall—and the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had added more 
to the Debt of the country than any 
previous Chancellor had done in the 
same time. The delusion of the right 
hon. Gentleman that it was ruin to buy 
Consols at a high price and salvation to 
buy them at a low price must always 
be regretted. He called the atten- 
tion of the Committee once more 
to his oft-repeated grievance—the allu- 
sive and referential form of legislation. 
In order to discover what was meant by 
this clause they had to go back to the 
Finance Act of 1900, from that to the 
‘Local Loans Act of 1887, and from that 
to another Act of 1876. AJl these refer- 
ences had to be made before they found 
what was embodied in the Clause 
which they were now considering. Refer- 
ence had to be made to the National 
Debt Acts of 1883 and 1888 and the 
Finance Act of 1899, so that the Com- 
mittee would perceive that, in order to get 
the merest glimmer of a notion of what 
the clause meant, they had to go back 
through a concatenation of eight or ten 
Acts. He must once again protest 
against this method of dealing with 
'the House of Commons. He did so 
because the secret was out. The 
gentleman who was responsible for the 
drafting of these Bills, Sir Courtenay 
| Ilbert, had published a book showing 
how it was done. This allusive and 
referential system of legislation, which 
_was illustrated by this clause in a particu- 
|larly offensive manner, was adopted in 
order that the House of Commons might 
/not know what it was doing, the fear 
| being that if it did know what it was 
| doing it would never do it. If in the 
| course of time it was thought necessary 
| to abolish the House of Commons, there 


' might be something;to be said for that, 
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but the House of Commons existed, and] war. He hoped that, in spite of the 
‘so long as it did it was assumed to have/| great increase in expenditure, we 
certain powers to revise the clauses of Bills} would increase our efforts to reduce 
presented to it, and these clauses should} the Debt when things became normal, 
be in such language as would be intel-| It was quite true, no doubt, that the issue 
Jigible to the House. | of the new Consols had tended to reduce 
the price of Consols, but in his opinion the 
Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, | real cause of the reduction was that the 
N.) said every Member who had ad-| purchases for the Sinking Fund and the 
dressed the Committee had urged upon | Post Office Savings Bank had practically 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer the} stopped for the last two years. He 
desirability of a change in this matter of | thought the heavy fall in the price of 
suspending the Sinking Fund. He} Consols was to be regretted, because it 
hoped that before the debate closed they | had a tendency to injure a great number 
would have some assurance from the | of good securities, and it had had the effect 
right hon. Gentleman that, if he possibly | of reducing the value of estates on which 
sould, in another year he would revert | death duties were paid. He hoped that 
to the old practice, and continue the | when we got over our present diffi- 
Sinking Fund. | culties we should have a Government 
| strong enough to remember that we 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: On the | ought not only to pay our way, but to do 
assumption that peace is restored. | something in the way of getting rid of 
| our large Debt. He was sure that policy 
would have the effect of tending more 
| than anything else to economy in our 
expenditure. 








Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said he was 
much obliged to the right hon. Gentle- 
man for the admission. The fall in the 
‘price of the Consols had had a most 
disastrous effect on all classes of securities| Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8S.) said the 
in the country. It had had an injurious } suspending of the Sinking Fund was a 
effect on those who were in the hands| Tory trick of finance by which the 
of trustees and who were obliged to} Government wished to avoid the full 
invest in first-class securities. The Chan-| responsibility for the war. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer recognised this as | cellor of the Exchequer had given an 
fully as anybody else. The fall in the! undertaking that next year he would 
priceof Consols had led to a corresponding | put the Sinking Fund in operation. 
fall in the price of Irish Land Stock. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
‘that in regard to the Sinking Fund he 
agreed with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer that it would be quixotic to go 
on with it when they were borrowing.| Mr. TULLY said if they had to wait 
He thought they should in these very | till peace was restored they would have 
prosperous years maintain the rate of|to wait a very long time indeed. By 
reduction which Sir Stafford Northcote | suspending the Sinking Fund the Govern- 
established. If that had been done the} ment had brought down Consols from 
country would have been in a better| what should be their true value, and had 
position than at present, as they were | depreciated all the best securities on the 
perfectly able to pay. It only wanted a} market, and that meant great loss to the 
little moral fibre on the part of the| country. They were therefore justified 
(rovernment to do it. He thought it| in opposing this clause in every possible 
was a great mistake, when Lord| way. The £4,600,000 got by suspending 
(roschen reduced the interest on Consols, | the Sinking Fund might have been 








*Stir M. HICKS BEACH: I made no 
promise of that kind. What I said was 
that the Sinking Fund would be resumed 
when the war is over. 


‘to take that opportunity for reducing the | easily raised by adding 2d. to the income 


sum devoted to the Sinking Fund. If it} tax. Why should not the Government 
had been continued at the amount| endeavour to pay their way honestly, 


established by Sir Stafford Northcote, we| and put some blister on the Stock Ex- 


should have set aside a sum which would| change gentlemen who had tried to 
nearly have liquidated the cost of the| break up the Queen’s Hall meeting, and 
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who shouted for the war, but wanted to} *Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL (Old- 


get rid of the responsibility of paying 
for it? In America they had the 
-honesty to get rid of their war debt. [AN 
Hon. MeMBeR ON THE MINISTERIAL 
Bencues: After the war.] The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had told the 
Committee that he would suspend the 
operation of the Sinking Fund only until 
peace was restored, but why, for this com- 
paratively small sum of £4,600,000, 
should he disorganise the whole money 
market ? The National Debt had been 
piled up to something like £800,000,000, 
and with £200,000,000 of debt incurred 
by local bodies the debt on the shoulders 
of the country was £1,000,000,000 ; and 
the effect of all this in Ireland was that 
the Land Stock had ceased to be of the 
value it was before the: Sinking Fund 
was interfered with by the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
said he certainly had understood that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
given an undertaking that the suspension 
ot the New Sinking Fund would cease 
next year; but now the right hon. 
Gentleman had gone back on his pro- 
mise, and therefore on the Irish benches 
they were justified in resisting very 
strongly the passage of this clause. He 
agreed with the hon. Member for South 
Kilkenny that the suspension of the Sink- 
ing Fund would seriously interfere with 
land purchase in Ireland. When the 
landlords got 114 for their Consols it was 
a considerable inducement to them to 
accept offers for the purchase of their 
farms by the tenants. That was a very 
serious matter to the Irish representa- 
tives, especially when their hopes had 
been dashed to the ground in regard to 
the land legislation promised by the 
Government. He recognised perfectly 
the difficulty in which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was placed this year ; 
but the right hon. Gentleman next year 
might not be Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, or other circumstances might arise 
to prevent him carrying out any promise 
he might give. But the right hon. 
Gentleman was recognised as a strong 
Minister, and he might use his strength 
in the Cabinet to ensure that any pro- 
mise he made to the Committee should 
be carried out. 

Mr. Tully. 


ham) said that the hon. Member who had 
just sat down had made a characteristic 
speech which showed—like so many 
speeches from these benches—that there 
was hardly any important act which 
this Imperial Parliament could do which 
did not bring some specific grievance to 
their country. That being so, he thought 
it was a very good thing that hon. 
Members from Ireland could represent 
their grievances on frequent occasions 
in this House. Several hon. Members 
had alluded to the change in the financial 
position of the country which had taken 
place during the last two years. His 
hon. friend the Member for King’s Lynn 
had drawn a particularly gloomy picture 
of it, and his right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Monmouth had put the matter 
forward in an interesting manner. He 
should like to say that if this change was 
due entirely to the South African War, 
and if the war was right, the money 





‘ought to be paid. The right hon. 


Gentleman was perfectly entitled, as hay- 
ing consistently opposed the war, t 
complain of the change in the financial 
position ; but hon. Gentlemen like the 
Member for King’s Lynn, who had sup- 
ported the war, were scarcely consistent 
in complaining when the effect of the 
war was to seriously change the financial 
position of the country. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT | said 
that the hon. Member had not observed 
that in the last five years thirty millions 
had been added to the expenditure of the 
country independent of the war. 


*Mr. WINSTON CHURCHILL said 
it was very good of his right hon. friend 
to pay him the compliment to notice his 
remarks; but he might say that while 
this debate drew their attention to the 
fact of the continual increase in expendi- 
ture, the matter would not be made any 
better by a peace. The immediate 
question before the Committee was that 
of the Sinking Fund, but he agreed with 
the hon. Member for Exeter in thinking 
that it would not be worth while to have 
interrupted the continuity of the opera- 
tion of the Sinking Fund which strength- 
ened the national credit. There were 
two views on the subject. First of all, 
it was said that on financial grounds the 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer had been 
correct in suspending the operation of 
the Sinking Fund while the war lasted ; 
and, second, that he should assure the 
Committee, as he understood the right 
hon. Gentleman had assured the Com- 
mittee, so far as assurance could come 
trom him, that on the restoration of 
peace the operation of the Sinking Fund 
would be restored to the position of that 
which was the most powerful weapon 
of Imperial defence. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said that 
the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down had laid the lash on the shoulders 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
not long ago in regard to expenditure, 
‘but now he seemed to have been brought 
within the Government fold. The Irish 
Members had from the start opposed the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on this 
question, and they meant to continue it 
to the finish and not to play the part of 
the weathercock, the same as the hon. 
Member for Oldham had done. The 
question before the House was, in the 
opinion of the Irish Members, the most 
serious discussed upon the Budget, 
because they wanted to see the landlords 
bought out, and the action of the right 
hon. Gentleman brought down Consols 
and all gilt-edged securities, and that 
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effect of making the landlords cling to 
their estates like grim death, instead of 
selling them to their tenants, as they 
would have done had Consols remained 
at 114. It was deceiving the country to 
stop the operation of the Sinking Fund, 
and he hoped his hon. friend would go to 
a division. 


Mr. O'MARA said he had not been 
convinced by the reply of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor — of 
the Exchequer that the suspension of the 
Sinking Fund had very little to do 
with the price of Consols. The 
price of Consols depended on_ the 
good or bad repute of the funded 
debt, and that depended on the amount 
of the Sinking Fund. The moral effect 
of the suspension of the Sinking Fund 
was greater than the cessation of buying 
£4,600,000 of Consols annually in the 
market, and he illustrated that in the 
case of Brazil and Argentina. In the 
case of a private individual, if he had 
bills to meet and did not meet them 
regularly, his credit was not good, even 
if he lived in Park Lane in a house 
furnished on the loan system. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 366 ; 
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MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M’Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
| Nolan,Col.JohnP.(Galway,N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


' O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 


+ O'Dowd, John 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


, TELLERS FOR’ THE 
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Welby,SirCharles G.E. (Notts.) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York,E.R.) 
Wilson, Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,“John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodhouse,SirJ T.(Huddersf’d 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Sir 
William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


| O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.} 


O'Malley, William 

O’ Marea, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 


| Redmond, John E.(Waterford) 


Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, D. John G. 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Thompson, F.W.(York, W. R.) 
Tully, Jasper 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.} 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


Nors— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 





Clause 12 :— 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) 
said that perhaps the Chancellor ot 
the Exchequer would kindly take 
that opportunity of stating explicitly 
who was to pay the duty. The 
clause followed the Customs Consoli- 
dation Act, and under that Act the 
duty would have to be paid by the 
exporter. But who was the exporter ? 








Was it the person who put the coal 
free on board, or the person who cleared 
the ship for a foreign port? If the 
duty were to be paid by the former 
very considerable difficulty would ensue, 
as once the coal was placed on board 
he would have no authority over it, and 
would not know whether it was to be 
exported to a foreign port or shipped 
to another British port. There was 
very great anxiety in coal-shipping 
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ports to know on whom precisely the | 
duty would be imposed, and the sug-| 
gestion that perhaps the person who 
put the coal on board would have to 
pay was alarming the coal trade. He 
quite understood that it would be more 
convenient to the Customs that that 
person should pay, but it would be 
extremely inconvenient to the trade. 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH: I hope the 
hon. Member will not now press the 
point, as there is an Amendment on the 
Paper dealing with it. 


Clause agreed to. 


*Mr. LOUGH said he desired to move 
the clause standing in his name. It 
was a very simple clause, and dealt with 
one or two small but yet important 
points. The first and second para- 
graphs were not new. The first para- 
graph only dealt in more effective 
language with matters already embodied 
in the Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, 
and the second paragraph dealt with a 
question touched on in the Finance 
Act of last year, in regard to former 
contracts for goods on which duty was 
imposed. The Act of 1876, if an increase 
were made, allowed it to be charged, and 
if a decrease were made allowed it to be 
deducted ; but there was no provision 
for the imposition of a new duty. The 
Act of 1876 also did not make it clear 
that if a duty were imposed on a _parti- 
cular ingredient in a manufactured 
article, such as sugar in jam, that that 
duty could be recovered. Last year 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
had given considerable attention to these 
matters, and always showed every desire 
to meet any difficulty of which the 
traders might reasonably complain, 
accepted an Amendment from him 
dealing with new duties, and that 
Amendment had been of the greatest , 


value to the right hon. Gentleman 
in imposing the sugar duty, for it) 


prevented any difficulty about former 
contracts. But one point remained, and 
that was that wherever necessary ex- 
penses had been incurred in connection 
with a new duty, or saved in the case of 
a repealed duty, they might be added 
to or deducted from the contract price. 
That was the only new point. He 
liad taken every care to secure wording 


Mr. M‘Keina. 
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approved by the Treasury, and there 
was no new principle introduced. The 
whole object of the clause was to make 
the law a little clearer than it was at 
present, and he hoped the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would see his way to 
accept it. 


New Clause— 


**(1) Where any new customs import duty 
or new excise duty is imposed, or where any 
customs import duty or excise duty isincreased, 
and any goods in respect of which the duty is 
payable are delivered after the day on which 
the new or increased duty takes effect in pur- 
suance of a contract made before that day, the 
seller of the goods may, in the absence of agree- 
ment to the contrary, recover, as an addition 
to the contract price, a sum equal to any 
amount paid by him in respect of the goods on 
account of the new duty or increase of duty, as 
the case may be. 

**(2) Where any customs import duty or 
excise duty is repealed or decreased, and any 
goods affected by the duty are delivered after 
the day on which the duty ceases or the decrease 
in the duty takes effect in pursuance of a con- 
tract made before that day, the purchaser of 
the goods, in the absence of agreement to the 
contrary, may, if the seller of the goods has had 
in respect ot those goods the benefit of the 
repeal or decrease of the duty, deduct from the 
contract price a sum equal to the amount of 
the duty or decrease of duty, as the case may be. 

‘**(3) Where any addition to or deduction 
from the contract price may be made under 
this section on account of any new or repealed 
duty, such sum as may be agreed upon or 
in default of agreement determined by the 
Commissoners of Customs in the case of a 
customs duty, and by the Commissioners ot 
Inland Revenue in the case of an excise duty, 
as representing in the case of a new duty any 
new expenses incurred, and in the case of a 
repealed duty any expenses saved, may be 
included in the addition to or deduction from 
the contract price, and may be recovered or 
deducted accordingly. 

‘*(4) This section shall be deemed to have 
had effect as from the nineteenth day of April 


' nineteen hundred and one, and section twenty 


of The Customs Consolidation Act, 1876, and 
section eight of The Finance Act, 1900, are 
hereby repealed.” —(Mr. Lough.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
had the clause which had been moved by 
the hon. Member carefully examined, 
and he found it was really a re-enactment 
of the existing law with the addition of 
one new point. On the whole, he 
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thought it would be an improvement, 
and therefore he was prepared to accept 
it. 

Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause read a second time, and added. 


New Clause— 

“ Sub-section one of Section twenty-six of 
The Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1890, 
which relates to the reduction of inhabited 
house duty in the case of lodging houses shall 


be read with the substitution of the first day of | 


‘October for the first day of July as the day 
before which registration is to be effected, and 
of the first day of November for the first day 
of October as the day before, which applica- 
tion must be made for the reduction of the rate 
of charge.” —(Mr. Helme). 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH intimated his 
willingness to accept the Amendment. 


Se FFT. - 4 
*Mr. NORVAL W. HELME/(Lanceashire, 
Lancaster), in thanking the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer for endeavouring to | 
meet him, asked him to be good enough 
to communicate with the surveyors of 
income tax in order to ascertain from 
them whether it was not the case that 
there were a large number of lodging- 
house keepers who had to pay larger | 
sums in inhabited house duty on the| 
assumption that they were private 
houses. His point was that lodging- 
house keepers were intended by Parlia- 
ment to have the same lower scale of 
inhabited house duty as hotels and publie- 
houses. He thought power ought to be 
given to the local commissioners, upon 
evidence being produced before them- 
that the claimants were bona fide lodging- 
house keepers, to reduce the scale. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
Clause read a second time, and added. 


*Mr. NORVAL W. HELME said the 
clause he now moved was intended 
to apply the relief which was granted 
by the Finance Act of 1898 in respect 
to the payment of land tax by persons 
whose total income was below the 
limit which subjected them to income 
tax. The relief from land tax originally 


granted to the clergy was subsequently | 


{2 Juty 1901} 
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extended to certain other classes of 
the community, and on the same prin- 
ciple he now proposed that exemption 
from inhabited house duty should be 
extended to the poorer class of lodging- 
house keepers. This would not ap- 
preciably reduce the amount payable 
to the Exchequer. He recognised the 
fact that to endeavour to persuade the 
Committee at this special time with 
regard to reducing any particular 
source of revenue was almost a hope- 
less task, but at the same time he 
thought that, as the inhabited house duty 
and the land tax were similar in 
character and had come down together 
from early days, the principle which was 
applied to one ought to be applied to the 
other. In the early days of the last 
century an exemption was made on 
behalf of the poorer clergy, and he 


\thought the principle should be further 


extended. The right hon. Gentleman, 
when the Finance Bill of 1898 was before 
the House, accepted a similar suggestion, 
and himself brought in a clause, the 
language of which had been adopted for 
the clause now before the Committee, 
with only such modifications as were 
necessary to make it applicable to the 
inhabited house duty instead of the land 
tax. He urged this matter on behalf of 
the lodging-house keepers, who rendered 
very great service to the thousands 
who went into the country and seaside 
places in order to recuperate their health. 
He did not think that, if the right hon. 
Gentleman could see his way to accept 
the clause, the national purse would 
suffer to any appreciable extent, seeing 
that the total amount of Inhabited 
House Duty received under head ot 
Lodging Houses in 1898 was £24,782. 
and in 1900 only £27,031, and the 
whole of this sum would not be subject 
to the reduction proposed. 


New clause— 

‘Where the owner of any lodging house is 
assessed for the payment of inhabited house 
duty, before the amount so assessed in atiy 
financial year is paid, produces to the collector 
of inhabited house duty a certificate from the 
surveyor of taxes that such owner has been 
allowed in that year a total exemption from 
income tax by reason of his income not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and sixty pounds, the 
said amount of inhabited house duty shall not 
be collected. and if such owner produces to the 
said collector a certificate from the surveyor of 
taxes that such owner has heen allowed in 
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that year an abatement of income tax by reason 
of his income not exceeding four hundred 
pounds, one-half of the said inhabited house 
duty shall not be collected."—(Mr. Norval 
Helme.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That the clause be now read a second 
time.” 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH, in opposing 
that Amendment, said the question of 
relief to the former payers of Land Tax 
was discussed at considerable length 
some years ago, and although the remis- 
sion granted had given much re- 
lief, he did not think it had cost 
the Exchequer so much as the hon. 
Gentleman seemed to think. At that 
time they were dealing with a sur- 
plus, but the hon. Member himself felt 
the difficulty of remitting any source 
of taxation now. There was a still more 
important ground for not accepting this 
proposal, which was that, though the 
house duty was a tax which required 


consideration, it had been excluded 
from consideration for some time 
past on aceount of its relation to 


the subject of local taxation and the 
possibilities of utilising it in aid of 
local rates. He would not now say any- 
thing to indicate whether he thought or 
did not think it could be used for the 
purpose, but he was quite certain that 
he could not at present attempt to make 
such an alteration in the house duty as 
the hon. Member suggested. That par- 
ticular alteration was not, he thought, a 
fair one, and he would endeavour to 
explain why. In 1890 the lodging-house 
keepers were favoured by a reduction of 
the charges upon lodging-houses to the 
same scale as applied to houses used for 
the purposes of trade. There were other 
persons, such as doctors and_school- 
masters, who claimed similar relief and 
had not received it, yet now the hon. 
Member proposed that lodging-house 
keepers should be even further exempted. 
That would be a very invidious exemp- 
tion, and if it were extended to all the 
other classes such a loss would be 
caused in the house duty that for 
houses below £40 it would almost cease 
to exist. He could not accept the 
Amendment, but he intended to look into 
the whole incidence of the house duty. 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON expressed 
the opinion that the hon. Member was ill- 
Mr. Norval IW. Helme. 
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advised to bring forward the clause in 
the terms which he had. He, however, 
understood that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had stated that he intended 
to look into the whole matter, with 
regard to the effect of handing over these 
duties to the Local Taxation Fund. The 
proposal was a little crude, but the in- 
tention was good. Though he felt 
it would be difficult to support the pro- 
posal, he had no doubt that the hon. 
Member would feel that he had done 
well in moving this Amendment, and he 
would therefore advise him to be content 
with having called attention to the 
matter, and to withdraw his proposal. 

Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
drawn. 


Schedule 1 agreed to. 
Schedule 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 8. line 5, at end to add the words, 
‘and in allowing that drawback the Commis- 
sioners of Customs may, with the assent of the 
Treasury, in order to tacilitate trade, relax in 
the case of any goods any requirements of 
sections one hundred and four and one hundred 
and six of the Customs Consolidation Act, 
1876, as to the giving of security and the 
examination of goods.’”—(Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer.) 


(Juestion proposed, * That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) 
said it was not his intention to move to 
omit the schedule altogether, as that was 
a consequential Amendment, but there 
was one point upon which he desired 
some information. He saw no explana- 
tion of what was meant by the phrase 
‘degrees of polarisation.”” So far as he 
could gather it did not mean degrees of 
polarisation at all, but degrees of sugar 
measured by the instrument. ‘‘ Degrees 
of polarisation ’’ was a technical term, 
which was perfectly well understood, 
and he suggested, under the circum- 
stances, it would be better to use the 
phrase “ degrees of sugar.” | 


bic ad -/ 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: I will con- 
sider the words of the hon. Member, but 
I think the phrase is explained in Section 
2, which clearly shows what it means. 
Perhaps the hon. Gentleman will let me 


have the words which he proposes should: 


be used. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES pointed out 
that hon. Members did not carry the 
sections in their heads, and submitted 
that an Amendment of this character 
ought not to be thrown at the head of the 
(Committee for the first time without 
some explanation. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH said that it 
was merely desired in certain cases to 
relax the present strict requirements in 
the interests of trade. 





(Juestion put, and agreed to. 
Schedule 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Schedule 3 agreed to. 

Schedule 4 :— 


Mr. McLAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth) saidthecourse adopted with regard 
tothe Amendment he was about to move 
would decide several subsequent Amend- 
ments. It embodied the opinion strongly 
expressed by every member of the coal 
trade, and by everybody who had had 
any experience of the shipping of coal, 
and its effect, if carried, would be that 








the duty on export, instead of being paid 
by the colliery owner who put the coal 
into the vessel, would be paid by the 
merchant who exported it. It was not 
hecessary to enlarge upon the reasons 
which had induced the coal trade to 
press for this Amendment, as the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had had, through 
his officials, considerable correspondence 
ind numerous conferences with the 
representatives of that trade on the sub- 
ject. By this Amendment the right 
hon. Gentleman was not asked to remit 
single shilling of the duty, or to impose 
any burden upon the Treasury. On the 
contrary, the Amendment would facili- 
tate the collection of the duty, and bring 
the provisions of the Bill into accord 
with the usual practice in these cases. 
All coal for foreign shipment was sold 
either f.o.b. or for delivery in some 
foreign port—e.i.f. The coal trade recog- 
nsed that in the case of coal sold for 
delivery in Genoa or Constantinople the 
coal owner was the proper person to clear 
the vessel and bear the initial burden of 
the tax. But in the majority of cases the 
coal owner simply sold to the merchant 
at the port of shipment, and in those 
the trade urged that the coal 
owner's duty,{under his contract, was 


Cases 


{2 Juty 1901} 
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completed as soon as he had put the coal 
into the hold of the vessel. As he had 
neither the means of knowing where the 
coal was going, nor the staff or machinery 
to enable him in many cases to deal with 
the Custom House officials at the port 
of shipment, it was not only unfair to 
him, but also actually productive of in- 
convenience to the Customs authorities, 
that the duty should be placed upon the 
coal owner. The merchant was the ex- 
porter of the coal, he had an office at the 
port of shipment, and his clerks were 
well able to deal with a matter of this 
kind. It was therefore difficult to see 
why the duty of clearing the vessel 
should be taken out of the hands of the 
man who was competent to discharge it, 
and upon whom it naturally and logically 
fell, in order to place it upon the shoulders 
of people living perhaps thirty or forty 
miles from the port of shipment, and 
who might not have an office at the port. 
A vessel of, say, 3,000 tons might fill up: 
with coal from a good many different 
collieries. A coal owner might be asked 
to deliver 100 trucks of coal on a parti- 
cular date at a particular port for a par- 
ticular ship, at the same time knowing 
that other coal from other collieries would 
mix with his cargo in the vessel. These 
circumstances would lead to correspond- 
ence, delay, and endless confusion if the 
duty of clearing the ship was imposed 
on the coal owner. On the other hand. 
the merchant knew where the coal was 
going and its value, could produce the 
contracts, had all the papers in_ his. 
hands, and was the proper person to 
clear the vessel. The difficulty became 
yet greater when coal under contract 
which under the Bill as amended would 
be exempted from duty was shipped in 
the same vessel as the other coal. There 
had been, and was now, on all coal 
leaving the Tyne an export duty of 1}d. 
per ton for the benefit of the Tyne Con- 
servancy Commissioners, and that duty 
was collected by the Customs authori- 
ties—who paid it over to the port aun- 
thorities—not from the coal-owner, but 
from the person who exported the coal. 
The greatest importance was attached 
to this Amendment in Cardiff, Newport. 
and, still more, perhaps, on the north- 
It was one of those conces- 





east coast. 


sions which, if the Chancellor of the 
would. 


Exchequer saw fit to make it, 
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greatly smooth the working of the 
impost, make the duty easy to collect, 
and not impose too severe a burden on 
the coal owner. 


Amendment proposed— 

* In page 8, line 20, to leave out the words 
‘ shipped for exportation’ and insert the word 
‘exported.’ ”—(Mr. McLaren.) 

(Juestion proposed, “ That the words 
‘shipped for exportation ’ stand part of 
the Schedule.” 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had 
looked carefully into this matter, which 


was a very technical one, and 
by no means easy for anybody who, 
like himself, was not a technical 


expert, to explain to the Committee. 
He was assured, however, that the adop- 
tion of the Amendment would have a 
much larger effect than the hon. Member 
anticipated. According to his advisers, 
the effect would be to transfer the liability 
for the duty from the exporter of coal, 
the person who had made the bargain, 
to the shipowner. The whole process 
now adopted would have to be altered, 
and instead of the Customs being able to 
refuse to allow shipment unless the duty 
was paid, they would have to allow the 
shipment, and the only hold over the 
vessel to secure the duty would be the 
power of preventing the vessel leaving 
the port. That practically amounted to 
transferring the liability for the duty 
trom the person who made the bargain 
to sell the coal to the shipowner. He 
did not know whether that was the in- 
tention of the hon. Member in moving 


the Amendment, but, in his opinion, | 


it would be a mistake to do anything of 


the kind. Then came the question, 
which had been raised by persons 
interested in the subject, between 


the f.o.b. colliery owner-contractor and 
the f.o.b. middleman contractor. That, 
however, was a matter in which the 
Customs had no eall to interfere. It 
was for them to settle between them- 
selves as to who was to be the per- 
son to make the entry for the export 
with the Customs, and therefore to 


become liable to pay the duty. He did | 


not think it possible to go behind that 
view of the question. So far as regarded 
the contracts which came within the 


exemption from duty, there could be no | 
difficulty whatever; while as to the | 


Mr. McLaren. 


{COMMONS} 


| liked. 


Bill. 652 
contracts made after the{date of the 
imposition of the duty, the parties 
could agree with one another and 
could make what arrangements they 
With regard to the provision 
in line 10, page 9, that section would not 
|do, because it went beyond anything 
|they had power to enact. The law 
officers had advised him that it 
| would not be possible to retain that see- 
|tion in the Bill, and if the hon. Member 
'for Monmouth could suggest a method 
‘by which the difficulty could be met he 
would be quite prepared to consider it. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
| District) said the difficulty of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was due not to 
the particular language of Section 20 
of the Customs Consolidation Act of 
1876, or to anything in the present Bill, 
but to the fact that when an export duty 
was imposed for the first time for many 
years it became necessary for the Govern- 
ment to legislate in regard to Customs 
/matters which were not thought of in 
the year 1876. When the draftsman 
was asked to construct a Bill for an 
export duty on coal he was confronted 
with difficulties which had not arisen 
for many years. The Bill as drawn was 
drafted by reference to the Customs Act 
of 1876, which in essence was an Act 
dealing not at all with export, but with 
import duties. Those who objected to 
‘the export duty had a right, quite apart 
‘from that principle, to ask that the 
‘Government, in laying its proposals in 
| Bill form before the House of Commons, 
should have prepared a series of sections 
showing what exactly were to be the 
duties of the Commissioners of Customs 
and so forth. He had looked carefully 
|at the provisions of the Customs Act of 
1876, and he was quite willing to concede 
that it was absolutely necessary to have 





‘a machinery for preventing fraud and 


illegal practices, but the fourth schedule, 
in regard both to its provisions as to the 
exportation of coal and to its modification 
of the Customs Acts on the same point, 
did not meet fairly and reasonably the 
demands which those whom he repre- 
sented had a right to make if this tax was 
to be imposed and the provisions of the 
Bill carried into effect. The first sub 
section of the schedule was— 

“Coal should not be shipped for exporta- 
tion from Great Britain or Ireland or carried 





653 

coast 

have t 
as the 
The | 
deleg 
the | 
regal 
of co 
ment 
stitul 
* shi 
very 
of V1 
cont! 
trade 
coun 
It w: 
made 
who 
spent 
in CO 
gans| 
inser 
unde 
cated 
woul 
agen’ 
the ¢ 
Why 
hette 
obtai 
the | 
prese 


Su 
Chest 
Amer 
that 
or hi: 
the | 
the 
at th 
impo 
the 
of th 
very 
alway 
Was § 
or atl 
that. 
to di 
Custe 
If th 
taken 
Claus 
prece 
follow 
have 
diftier 
The 1 


652 


of the 
parties 
r and 
Ss they 
OVision 
uld not 
thing 
ie law 
hat it 
iat sec- 
lember 
method 
met he 
ider it. 
wansea 
- Chan- 
not to 
ion 20 
Act of 
nt Bill, 
rt duty 
* many 
rovern- 
ustoms 
t of in 
ftsman 
for an 
‘ronted 
arisen 
vn was 
ns Act 
in Act 
it with 
ted to 
> apart 
at the 
sals in 
:mons, 
ections 
be the 
istoms 
refully 
Act of 
oncede 
o have 
d and 
redule, 
to the 
ication 
point, 
ly the 
repre- 
AX Was 
of the 
t sub- 


xporta- 
carried 





653 Finance 


{2 Juty 1901} 


Bill. 654° 


coast wise unless entry and clearance thereof/ to the importer, or to those who made- 


have been made before shipment in such manner 
as the Commissioner of Customs direct.” 


The Committee were, therefore, going to 


| 


contracts, to add or take away any in- 


| crease or decrease in the duty was in 


delegate to the Commissioners of Customs | 
the important duty of legislating with | 


regard to the way in which the shipment 
of coal was to be made. As tothe Amend- 
ment before the Committee, the sub- 
stitution of the word “ exported” for 
“shipped for exportation’ made a 
very great difference from a legal point 
of view, having regard to the kind of 
contracts and the way in which the 
trade was carried on in the part of the 
country with which he was acquainted. 
It was an alteration which ought to be 
made in the general interests of those 
who had invested their capital, and were 
spending their labour from day to day 
in connection with this trade in Glamor- 
ganshire. It the word * exported ” was 
inserted the person who would come 
under the operation of the very compli- 
cated clauses of the Customs Act of 1876 
would be, not the colliery owner or his 
agent, but the man who actually shipped 
the coal, or, it might be. the shipowner. 
Why not? In his opinion that was a 
hetter and more reasonable way of 
obtaining this revenue than would be 
the case if the words remained as at 
present. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY °/(Durham, 
Chester-le-Street), in supporting the 
Amendment, said he searcely thought 
that neither the right hon. Gentleman 
or his law advisers had quite appreciated 
the point. He had been informed that 
the exporter was pretty well known 
at the present time just as much as the 
importer. The exporter was invariably 
the person who fixed the destination 
of the ship and cleared it. This was a 
very important point. The House had 
always, recognised that where a duty 
was sprung suddenly upon an exporter 
or an importer he was entitled to add 
that duty, and the receiver was entitled 
to deduct any decrease made by the 
Customs from the price of his contract. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
taken the advice which he gave him upon 
Clause 3 he would have followed the same 
precedents which had always been 
followed in this House. and he would 
have removed to a large extent the 


difficulty they now found themselves in. , 


| with such cases as he alluded to. 


order to make the consumer pay. As 
far as foreigners were concerned, they 
had no such power, and everybody 
who had a contract with a foreign con- 
sumer would be prevented from carrying 
out his contract because he had con- 


‘tracted to put f. o. b. in any ship which 


the foreign consumer might send. This. 
was a very important point in dealing 
Difhi- 
culties might arise, the shipowner might 
have his ship detained, the purchaser 
might not give the necessary order to 
ship, and the whole business might end 
in a great amount of litigation. He 
felt sure that the right hon. Gentleman 
did not wish to create such difficulties 
as that. There was a very important 
instance given by his hon. friend who 
moved the Amendment as to the dues 
on the Tyne. Those dues were charged 
by the City of Newcastle upon all coal 
shipped on the Tyne, and they; were 
handed over to the Tyne Conservancy 
Commissioners. They were collected by 
the Customs authority when the ship 
was cleared, but who cleared it? Was 
it the person who had put the cargo on 
board, who fixed the destination of the 
ship, and who could not clear the ship 
until she was loaded? That was im- 
possible, because they could not clear 
the ship until they knew what she hed 
got on board. They must know the 
actual quantity on board before they 
could clear the ship and put in the bills 
of lading. He thought the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had made a_ great 
mistake in departing from the recognised 
custom, and he should support his hon. 
friend’s Amendment. Another point to 
consider was that ships were getting 
larger every year, and cargoes were 
frequently made up of two or three 
kinds of coal from different collieries. 
He hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would accept the Amendment. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES contended 
that the arguments used by the hon. 
Member for Chester-le-Street applied 
with much greater force to manufac- 
tured fuel. In many cases, for instance, 
the manufacturers of fuel might have a 


contract with an agent at Swansea. 
They made their contracts, having 


The reason why this power was given | received instructions from the purchaser 
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of the manufactured article. They made 
contracts extending, perhaps, for months 
with a foreign firm, who had to pro- 
vide the ships. How on earth were 
they to deal with a case of that kind ? 
How would the clause work? Was the 


entry and clearance of the fuel to be done | 


before anything went on, and before the 
foreign ship arrived at Swansea? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had _ pro- 
mised them, in regard to the coal ingre- 
dients, that there was to be some draw- 
back or concession. If the coal ingre- 
dients were entered and cleared under 
§s. per ton value, then there was to be 
no tax at all. He wished to know when 
and where this determination of the 
question whether there was or was not 
to be a tax upon the coal ingredients was 
to take place. He only mentioned this 
-as an instance of the difficulties pointed 
out by his hon. friend behind him. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields) said he 
wished to draw the attention of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to the fact 
that the ship which was brought to the 
port for the purpose of loading coal for 
export was not always well known either 
to the exporter or the colliery owner. 
The exporter might put on a couple of 
thousand tons, but he might not get it 
all from one colliery, but perhaps from 
several collieries. No colliery owner 
could possibly tell whether his coal was 
going to be included or excluded in the 
margin allowed. On the other hand, 
the merchant knew exactly how much 
coal he was taking from the colliery 
owner, and it seemed to him, from every 
point of view, and from the point of view 
ot business finance above all, that the 
exporter, who arranged and who knew 
exactly how much he was going to take 
from each colliery, should be the person 
who should pay the duty. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES $ssaid this 


schedule raised a most important ques- 


tion, which required further considera- | 


tion. When the Customs Consolidation 
Act of 1876 was passed it was presumed 


that there would be no such thing as | 


export duties to consider. 
machinery for the collection of Customs 


duties, which was extremely compli- | 
cated, was contrived for import duties | 


alone. For the collection of the export 
. duty on coal the Customs Consolidation 


Mr. Brynmor Jones. 
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/Act would not serve their purpose, 
Regulations had been piled up in the 
most minute manner under the Customs 
Consolidation Act, with the sole view of 
dealing with imports, and they must now 
find out a corresponding amount of regu- 
lation, with the view of dealing with 
export duties. The hon. Member quoted 
Sections 25 and 55 of the Customs 
Consolidation Act to show that the 
liability to pay the duties was expressly 
defined and placed upon the importer. 
The act on which duties were to be paid 
was the act of importation, and that 
also was defined most precisely. The 
Bill now before the Committee and the 
schedules thereof would have to be sup- 
plemented by similar provisions with 
regard to exportation. He asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, or anyone 
else who could answer, what was ex- 
portation? What was the moment 
when the tax applied, and who was the 
exporter? The first clause of the fourth 
schedule said— 

“Coal shall not be shipped for exportation 
from Great Britain or Ireland or carriage 
coastwise unless entry and clearance thereoi 
have been made before shipment in such 
;manner as the Commissioners of Customs 
direct.” 

The inference irom that was that the 
liability would be placed upon the shipper, 
but where was the express liability placed 
upon the shipper? It was not in this 
Bill or the Customs Consolidation Act ot 
1876. The moment of importation they 
knew in the case of goods imported, but 
where was the definition of the moment 
of exportation? It would be necessary 
to define who the shipper or exporter 
was. His belief was that it was the 
exporter who should be liable to pay the 
export duty. ‘There was an utter absence 
of definition in the Bill, and when it was 
passed it would be necessary to pass an 
| Act amending the Customs Consolidation 
Act, 1876, taking into account exports 
just as the Act mentioned took into view 
imports, and imports alone, and defined 
who should make the entry and pay the 
duty. 


| Mr. LAWSON WALTON (Leeds, 5.) 
said there was a practical difficulty 
which occurred to anyone possessing 
some familiarity with litigation arisingout 
of the loading of coal vessels. The hon. 
|Member for King’s Lynn had pointed 
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out, under Section 3, Sub-section 4, that ' 
the office of the schedule was to impose 
a duty on the exportation of coal, which 
was to be collected in the manner specified, 
He gathered from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer that he conceded that the 
person to pay the duty was the exporter ; 
in other words, it was the person who was 
responsible for the exportation of the coal 
who was to pay the duty. If one turned 
to the schedule it was obvious that the 
duty was cast upon some person who 
might or might not be the exporter, 
and who was at the time compelled to 
give the necessary security for the pay- 
ment of the duty, but who was by no 
means necessarily responsible for the 
exportation of the coal. In other words, 
the duty was to be paid prior to the ship- 
ment of the coal. It was doubtful some- 
times whether the vessel was bound for a 
home or a foreign port, for when the coal 
was shipped, the shipper might not have 
made up his mind whether the destina- 
tion might be the Thames, Holland or 
Belgium, or the Mediterranean. There- 
fore he had to pay the duty which would 
ultimately be paid back to him when the 
necessary formalities had been gone 
through. The only person who was the 
exporter of the coal was the holder of 
the bill of lading. In most cases he would 
direct the destination, and he could not 
be the holder of the bill of lading until 
the cargo had been put on board, be- 
cause it was after the cargo had been 
put on board that the master of the 
vessel signed the bill of lading. As a 
matter of fact, they were imposing the 
duty before occasion had arisen to deter- 
mine who was to pay, and in respect to 
what document the amount of duty 
was to be ascertained, and the true 
measure determined. He had made that 
criticism in no sense of hostility to the 
machinery of the schedule, but by way 
of suggestion. Why should not the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer provide that 
the holder of the bill of lading should 
pay for the duty upon cargo when he 
cleared the ship? What practical diffi- 
culty was there to such an arrangement ? 
He might point out that the advantage 
to the revenue was very great. There | 
might be very great difficulty in getting 
the duty before the coal was shipped, 
but the moment the cargo was put on. 
board the document or title existed. 
There was security upon which the’! 
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amount of duty might be deposited with 
the banker, and the revenue would have 
no difficulty whatever in collecting it. 
He suggested that this machinery ot 
the schedule would turn out extremely 
inconvenient and unworkable, and would 
result in embarrassing questions before 
shipment. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FiIniay, Inverness Burghs) : 
Various methods have been proposed for 
the purpose of meeting the difficulties 
suggested by the reading of this schedule, 
but the effective answer is that this has 
been in operation for three months, and 
that it has worked with perfect ease. 
[An Hon. Member: No.] It has worked, 
at all events, with very great ease to 
almost everyone concerned. It has 
worked with precision, and I am assured 
by those who have the best apportunities 
for knowing that in the future it will 
work much better than any of the 
numerous plans which have been thrown 
out in the course of the discussion. | 
would venture to offer one word of 
criticism on what fell from the hon. and 
learned Member who has just sat down. 
He made a mistake in assuming that it 
is the intention of the Legislature to 
designate any particular person to pay 
the tax. That is not what the Legislature 
has done, as is to be gathered from the 
third clause of the fourth schedule, 
which says in express terms— 

“Tf any person ships or attempts to ship 
coal without complying with or in contraven- 
tion of the foregoing provisions of this schedule, 
or if the master of a ship commits an offence 
under section one hundred and forty-two of the 
Customs Consolidation Act, 1876 ‘which re- 
lates to deviations from coasting voyages), he 
shall be liable to the same penalty to which a 
person is liable under section one hundred and 
eighty-six of the Customs Consolidation Act, 
1876, for illegally importing goods the import- 
ation of which is prohibited.” 

The intention of the Legislature can he 
gathered from the clause, which declares 
that acertain duty is imposed on all coal 
exported, and the question at what 
point the duty is to be collected is a 
matter of convenience of collection. It 
my hon. and learned friend will examine 


‘the matter more fully he will see that 


the difficulties are almost insuperable 
in collecting the duty at any other point 


‘than where the entry is made. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: When is 
the drawback to be returned ? 
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Sik ROBERT FINLAY: Power is! the coal for shipment, knowing it is to. 


given to the Commissioner of Customs 


as to how and when the drawback is to be | 
paid, and security will be taken as to what | 


was the amount of the shipment. All 


be exported, and the man who after it 
has been put on board ship takes it 
away. They seem to stand on the same 
footing ; and it is only a matter of con- 


that, I can assure the hon. and learned | venience at what point the duty is to 


Gentleman, will occasion no difficulty | 


submit that the scheme 


be paid. I 


whatever in practice, because care will | adopted in this schedule is by far the 
be taken for the payment of the proper | best. 


amount, and therefore all the adjusting, | 
if any is required, will be made before | 
the coal is actually shipped. It is said | 
‘** How is the shipper to deal with these | 
questions when they arise?” The mer- | 
chant who is wanting the coal exported | 
will come to the help of the man who is 
making the entry. If that help is wanted 

I am perfectly certain he will get it. 

The suggestion is made, ** Why not make 

the charge upon the actual exporta- | 
tion at the time when the vessel crosses 

the extreme limit of the port?” Surely 

that is not a practical or business like 

suggestion. Are you to wait till the 

vessel is a certain distance down the 

Thames, for instance, and say, “ Down 

to this moment you are not exporting, 

and up to this time the duty is not to be 

paid 2? It would be equally inconvenient 

in practice if you were to stop the ship. 

The convenient way was to pay the 

duty on entering for shipment and 

make the adjustments afterwards. Men- 

tion was made by the hon. Member for 

South Shields as to certain payments 

made on the Tyne; but payments on 

shipments of cargo and payment on the 

ship's dues were very different things. 

The experience of the last two months 

showed that this was the most con- 

venient way of collecting the duty. I 

am not at all embarrassed by the case 

presented by the hon. Member for King’s 

Lynn. I have gone through the section 

of the Act of 1876, and I do not think 

that the working of the scheme is im- 

possible. I think it is perfectly simple, 

and for the last two months there has 

been no difticulty whatever. 

Mr. M*KENNA: There have been | 
very great difficulties. 
Sir ROBERT FINLAY: I say that 
the difficulties would be a hundred-fold | 
greater with any other system than that | 


adopted in the Bill. I do not see for | 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) 
said that the person who paid the 1s. 
duty would be the coalowner, for the 
price he got was f.o.b. the ship. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It depends 
on the contract. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said that the 
contracts now made were f.o.b. prices, 
and that would include the 1s. which 
would be collected for the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. Now, the question he 
wished to put to the right hon. Gentle- 


man was, how would that affect 
wages | 
*THe CHAIRMAN: That does not 


seem to me relevant to the Amendment 
now before the Committee. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON said that if a 
contract was made for 10s. a ton f.o.b., 
and if the coalowner had to pay the 1s., 
it would reduce the price realised for the 
coal to 9s. There was in the North of 
England and in some districts in South 
Wales a system of regulating wages by 
what was known as pit-mouth prices. 
The f.o.b. price was taken as a starting 
point, from which they realised what was 
the selling price at the pits mouth. If 
the f.o.b. price was 10s., and the Is. duty 
and the railway freight and certain other 
incidental expenses were deducted, it 
would make the pit’s mouth price 6s., 
by which the wages would be regulated. 
He therefore asked the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer so to arrange matters that 
the 1s. should be paid by the man who 
made the contract, and not by the man 
who shipped the coal. 


Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Glamor- 
ganshire, Rhondda) said he was very 
sorry indeed to have to go against his 
hon. friend on this point. Of course. 
they represented different interests. 
According to the present arrangements, 


practical purposes any great difference | the workmen in South Wales would 
as regards the merits, or claims to con- | retain their portion of the Is., so far as 


sideration, between the man who enters ‘ their employers paid it. 


He must. there- 
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fore vote with the Chaneellor of the 
Exchequer in this case. 


‘Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 58.) 


‘thought that the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer had met the coalowners very 
fairly, and had given them more con- 
sideration than he usually extended to 
that side of the House. He had listened 


‘to the coalowners and the shipowners, 


and he deeply sympathised with them. 
One would really think that this tax on 
coal was pauperising them, and that after 
a while they would scarcely be able to 
get their bread. He had heard of a 
millionaire who imagined he was a 
pauper, and who went to his own office 
regularly to get his weekly wage paid to 
him. The shipowners and the coal- 
owners seemed to be something of the 
same sort of people, and imagined that 
they were all to be paupers in a very 
short time. His objection to the whole 
thing was that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer did not tax all coal at the 
pit’s mouth ; it would have saved him a 
lot of this see-saw work, and these pro- 
found propositions which were not under- 
stood by the ordinary lay mind. He 
would then have paid the tax with more 
pleasure than he paid others. 


*Sir'M. HICKS BEACH: I hope that 
the debate will not be prolonged. I can 
assure the Committee that I am not 
going to allow this tax to be destroyed 
by throwing difficulties in the way of its 
collection. I have done my best to make 
reasonable concessions. We have had a 
system of collecting the tax which has 
been ‘going on for two months, and 
which has worked with comparative 
smoothness. There have, of course, 
been difficulties between the coalowners 
and the shippers; but these difficulties 
will not exist in the future, as both 
the coalowners and shippers will look 
after their own interests. If there is any 
present difficulty for which the hon. 
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Member for Monmouth can suggest a 
remedy, I shall be glad to consider his 
suggestion ; but I hope we may now be 
allowed to divide on the Amendment, 
which, to my mind, would put the tax 
entirely on the wrong shoulders. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said he scarcely 
thought that the hon. and learned 
Gentleman had quite taken in the true 
position of matters. At the present 
time what the Government proposed to 
do was to have two sets of Customs 
payers. The hon. Gentleman wanted 
the shipper to pay the duty, and he 
wished the ship’s dues to be paid by 
another party altogether. That would 
increase the work considerably. It 
would greatly lessen the difficulties of 
those who have to pay the duty, and the 
other dues and charges on ships and 
cargoes, if they were all collected at the 
same time. As to the alleged smooth 
way in which the collection had worked, 
they all knew that the duties had been 
paid under protest, and more would be 
heard of the matter before it was settled. 
He protested against the suggestion that 
all coalowners were millionaires. He 
was prepared to prove, from the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s own figures, 
that the coal industry was not a profitable 
industry. [Laughter.] He did not 
make that statement without knowing 
what he spoke about, and he asked the 
hon. Members who laughed to get up 
and disprove his figures when he had an 
opportunity of presenting them. He 
agreed with the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn that the tax was not the most 
serious difficulty in connection with 
this matter. They would find that the 
shipment of coal would be harassed in 
innumerable ways, to its serious dis- 
advantage. 

Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 197 ; 
Noes, 116. (Division List No. 307.) 
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Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke,Rt. Hon.SirWilliam Hart 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
lellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
itzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, Sir Michael( Lond. Univ. 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,S.W. 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 
Gore. HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon 
Goulding. Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene.W. Ray mond-(Cambs.) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Hamilton,Rt HnLordG(Midd’x 
Hammond, John 

Hanbury, Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare,Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 


Finance 


Abraham. William (Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brown, George M.(Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 


’ Hoare, Sir § 
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Samuel (Norwich) 
Hogg, Lindsay 
Hope.J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetfreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenyon, James (Lances., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton. Hon. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Long,Rt.Hn.Walter(Bristol.S.) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas. Reginald J.( Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (L iverpool) 

M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L.B.(Cambs. 
M‘Killop, « ee sshire 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maxwell, W. J. H. (Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Mitchell, William 

Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu. G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst’w 
Morgan,Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Depttord 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 
Murray.RtHnA.Graham(Bute 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Randles. John S. 
Rasch, Major Frederic 


NOES. 


Carne 


| Campbell. John (Armagh, S.) 


Frederick 


Cawley, 


, Channing, Francis Allston 


Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

— Js 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 


| Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 





John A. (Inverness-sh. 
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’ Ratcliff, R 


Reed, Sir E. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, Jas. Farquharson 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon.M.W.(Staly bridge) 
Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt.Hon.ChasThomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Kifion) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, ee Robert 
Round, James 
Rovds. C lement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel. Harry S. (Limehouse} 
Scott, Sir 8. (Marylebone. W.) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, HC\North’mb.Tynesid¢ 
Smith,. wakes wn Seba 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthy1 
Thompson, DrEC(MonaghanN 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tuffnell., Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Col.F¢ me 
Warr, Augustus Irederick 
Webb, Colonel William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 

Willoughby de Eresby. Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibaldt 

Wilson, A.Stanley( Yorks, E.R. 

Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyle, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE Ayrs—Sir 
William Walrond andt Mr. 
Anstruther. 


Duffy, William J. 
Kdwards, Frank 

Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 


Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.}: 


Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, William Henry 
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Joicey, Sir James 

Joyce, Michael 

Lambert, George 

Leamy, Edmund 
Leese, SirJ oseph F.( Accrington 
Levy, Maurice 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Morton, Edw.J. C. (Devonport) 
Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 


{2 Juty 1901} 


| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 


| O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W.) 

| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

| O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O'Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 

O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer,Sir CharlesM.(Durham 

Partington, Oswald 

Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Robson, William Snowdon 

Roche, John 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
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Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinelair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
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| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


| Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
| Thomson, F. W. (Yorks,W. R.) 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper — 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FoR THE Nors—Mr. 





O’Brien, Kendal(TipperaryMid 
O’Brisn, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH 


moved to 


omit Sub-section I of the second part of | 


the Fourth Schedule, which provided that 


Section 20 of the Customs Consolidation | 
Act, 1876 (which has reference to the | 
effect of changes of duty on existing | 


contracts), as extended by Section 8 of 
the Finance Act, 1900, should apply to 


the imposition of the export duty on | 


coal with the substitution of the exporta- 
tion of coal for the clearance and delivery 
of goods from the warehouse. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY pointed out | 


that it was a very rare thing for the 


shippers of coal to have bills of lading, | 


and he thought some words ought to be 
added to make the effect of this Amend- 
ment perfectly clear. 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) said that 
Sub-section 3 provided that Sections 16, 
100, 102, and 114 of the Customs 


Consolidation Act, 1876 (which relates | 


to the shipping and water carriage of 
goods), should apply to coals in the same 
manner as they apply to drawback 
goods. He had Amendments on the 
Paper to omit Sections 16 and 114, 
but he would only move to omit Section 
114. At the same time he desired to point 
out that the wording of Section 16 of the 
Act was never intended to apply to coal, 
and he could not help feeling that some 
difticulty might arise in its administration. 
He thought some words should be added 
to make it applicable. 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


M‘Laren and Mr. Brynmor 
Jones. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 9, line 20, to leave out the words 
‘one hundred and fourteen.’”—(Mr. Tom- 
/inson.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
‘one hundred and fourteen ’ stand part of 
| the Schedule.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH pointed out 
| that it was necessary to give the customs 
officials some control of the kind given 
‘in these sections in order to prevent 
'coal from being shipped: without pay- 
ment of the tax. If there was a demand 
to ship coal from any particular place 
arrangements would be made accordingly. 
| It was necessary to retain Section 16, but 
he would agree to the omission of Sec- 
| tion 114. 


Sir JAMES JOICEY said that, so far 
as he could understand, Sections 16 and 
114 of the Act of 1876 could scarcely be 
| applicable to coal without great mcdifica- 
tions. It appeared to him that the 
Customs authorities would have the 
control of the places where coal was 
shipped, and they might prohibit the 
shipping of coal at any place or time 
which was inconvenient for them. Coal 
was shipped during the whole twenty- 
four hours, the hours of the Customs 
officers werefrom nine to four, anda great 
great deal of overtime would have to be 
paid in consequence to the officers. 
All the docks belonging to private 
companies where coal was shipped 
would be closed, and shippers would be 


2A2 
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prohibited from shipping from those | Question put, and negatived. 
places unless a customs officer was} Motion made, and Question proposed, 
there. This control would put a stop|« That this Schedule, as amended, be 
to the industry. This Government had | the Fourth Schedule of the Bill.” 
never ceased harrying every industry | 
since they came into office. He urged| Mr. BRYNMOR JONES said that 
the right hon. Gentleman to adopt some | many in his constituency looked with 
broad regulations which could be easily | some alarm on the wide powers given 
worked. If the right hon. Gentleman | by Section 16 of the Customs Consolida- 
was not prepared to give some further | tion Act to the Board of Customs. The 
consideration to the matter he (Sir| Board might order that coal should not 
James Joicey) would be compelled to | be exported from Neath or from Port 
move Amendments at the Report stage. | Talbot. These clauses of the Act were 
; nen ; proper clauses when applied to the im- 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had portation of goods, but their effect on 
agreed to omit Section 114. The hon. | the exportation of goods had never been 
Member was entirely mistaken as to the thought out. It was all very well for 
spirit in which these powers had been | the right hon. Gentleman to say the 
exercised and would be exercised. Every- ¢lause would be administered in a good 
thing would be done to avoid harassing spirit and in such a way as to encourage 
interference with the trade. ‘industry; but when Parliament was 


Sm JAMES JOICEY said he was !egislating the matter ought to be made 
extremely glad to hear that statement. | absolutely clear. 
He knew perfectly well that the right | *Sm M. HICKS BEACH said Section 
hon. Gentleman did not intend to deal | 1¢ distinctly applied to the exportation 
harshly with the coal trade, but—— | of goods. Of course there could be no 


*Sip M. HICKS BEACH: I have. idea of using it in the way the hon. 
already agreed that Section 114 shall | IR OR ga The thing — 
not apply to the coal trade. What is be impossi a the hon. Gent eman 
the use of the hon. Gentleman continuing would suggest: words limiting its applica- 
to discuss the question ? tion he would be prepared to consider 
them. There must be some power of 
Sir JAMES JOICEY said he was/| this sort, otherwise coal might be ex- 
perfectly satisfied with the statement | ported from the sea shore or anywhere. 
of the right hon. Gentleman, but it) yr. pryNMOR JONES said that, 
was an important matter, and he did | having regard to what the right hon. 
not intend to be “ rushed ” out of his Gentleman had said, he would say no 
right to criticise the Amendment. _He| more, except that he would endeavour 
would only say that he hoped the right | +, gnd some limiting words which might 
hon. Gentleman would consider the possi- |}, inserted - 
bility of introducing words on Report | s ; 
which would prevent the harassing of | 
the trade. If the right hon. Gentleman | The Committee divided :—Ayes, 173; 


Question put. 


did that, he would rest content. | Noes, 107. (Division List No. 308.) 

: AYES. 
Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 3entinck, Lord Henry C. Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Bigwood, James Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Bousfield, William Robert Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Bull, William James | Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Arrol, Sir William Bullard, Sir Harry Cranborne, Viscount 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Burt, Thomas Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Austin, Sir John | Butcher, John George Cross, Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Baird, John G. Alexander Cavendish, VC W (Derbyshire) | Denny, Colonel 
Balearres, Lord Cayzer, Sir Charles William: | Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


3alfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm | Dickson, Charles Scott 
Balfour, RtHnGerald W(Leeds | Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore. Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Bartley, George C. T. Chapman, Edward | Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H (Bristol) | Clare, Octavius Leigh { Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 


Sir James Jvicey. 














668 


osed, 


, be 


that 
with 
iven 
lida- 
The 
| not 
Port 
were 
. im- 
t on 
been 
l for 
the 
good 
rage 
was 
made 


ction 
ation 
ye no 
hon. 
vould 
oman 
plica- 
sider 
er of 
@ e@X- 
here. 
that, 
hon. 
y no 
vour 
night 


173; 
A. E. 
a 

as 
ASgZOW 
orth) 
row) 
olton) 


ond 
yhn P. 


gfield- 


\ kers- 








669 Finance 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finlay, ‘Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. A 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster,PhilipS(Warwick,SW. 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.)! 
Gore, HnGRC. Ormsby-(Salop. 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Die E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Grenfell, Wm. Henry 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 





{2 Jury 1901} 


Lawson, John Grant | 
Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | 
Long,Rt. H. Walter(Bristol,S. ) 
Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘ Arthur, Charles (Liv erpool 
M‘Calmont,Cl.H.L.B.(Cambs 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire 
M‘Laren, Chas. Benjamin 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Melville. { Brresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnT hrogm’rt’n | 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, Ww illiam (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan,D. J. (Walthamstow) | 





Morrison, James Archibald 
| Morton, ArthurH. A.(Depford) | 


Hanbury,Rt Hon.RobertWm. | 
| Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A.G. (Bute 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O’Neiil, Hon. Robert Torrens | 


Haslam, Sir Alfred 8. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare,Edw. Brodie( Hampste’d 
Hoare, Sir Sainuel (Norwich) 
Hoyg, Lindsay 

Hope, JF. (Shetfield, Brightside 
Horner, Frederick W illiam 
Howard,.John( Kent, Favershm 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johrstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James (Lanes, Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Ronar 


Abraham, Williain(Cork,N. E. 
Abraham, Y/illiam (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh S.) 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar, John A. (Inverness-sh 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 





Edwards, Frank 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mount, William Arthur 


Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 


| Peel, Hn. Wm.Robt. W ellesley | 


Pierpoint, Robert 
Plummer, Walter R. 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Randles, ey S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson | 
Rentoul, Jemes Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Richards. Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge | 
Ritehie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 


| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 


| MacDonnell, Dr. 
| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


NOES. 


Farrell, James Patrick 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir Walter (Der byCo.) 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Grant, Corrie 

Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Holland, Wm. Henry 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynm’r(Swans’a 
Jordon, Jeremiah 

Joyce, Mic shael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, — Herbert 


Lundon, W 
Mark A. 





M‘ Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 
Morton,Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 





Bill. 


Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith HC(North’ mbTyneside 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G(Oxf'dUniv 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Colonel WilliamGeorge 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


| Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A.Stanley( York, E.R. 
Wilson, Jobn (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

W ylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 


| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


Norton, Captain Cecil Win. 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal (Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, P. J. rp en N.) 
O’Connor,James (\W icklow, W. 
O'Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Doncell, ‘I. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley. William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Perks, Robert William 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, ohn Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Roche, ‘John 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
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Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
Sullivan Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N 
Thomson, F. W.(Y orks., Ws R. 


Tully, Jasper 


Bill reported ; 
sidered upon Thursday, and to be prin- 
ted. [Bill 248.] 

SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. ] 


Civit Service Estimates, 1901-2. 


Class IT. 
Motion made, and Question proposed: 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £50,272, 


be granted to His Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902, for the Salaries and 
other Expenses in the Department of 
His Majesty’s Treasury and Subordinate 
Departments.” 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) rose 
to move the reduction of the Vote by 
£100 in respect of the salary of : the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) 
ealled attention to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: A division was 
taken just before the adjournment, at 
which more than forty Members were 
present. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: May I point 
out to you, Sir, that the division was 
taken at twenty minutes past eight ? 


House counted, and forty Members 


being found present— 


*Mr. WEIR said the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury occupied a dual position, 
for he was not only Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury, but he represented the 
Postmaster General in this House. 
With so much work in hand, and so 
many duties to perform, he failed to 
understand how the hon. Gentleman 
could find time to go careering through 
the country electioneering as he did on 
21st June at Stratford-on-Avon. 





{COMMONS} 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
WwW hite, Luke » (Yorks., E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 
Whitley, J. H. 


! 
as amended, to be con- | 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, John{(Durham, Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Yoxall aud Mr. Patrick 


(Halifax) O’Brien. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AusTEN CHAN- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): With 
excellent results, anyway. 


*\Mr. WEIR said he had nothing to do 
| with election results. That was not his 
| business. His business was to attend in 

that House and do the best he could for 

his constituents. To make speeches at 
elections, to sip tea with Primrose Dames, 
might be very agreeable, very delightful, 
but the duty of a Minister was to he 
in that House attending to the duties 
of his office. His complaint against the 
hon.Gentleman was that he was spending 
his time electioneering at Stratford-on- 

Avon on a day when there were seven 

questions on the Paper addressed to him. 

The hon. Member for Fulham was told 
off to read the answers to these 
tions. Any boy picked up in the street 
could do that. One of the questions 

referred to the steamer plying between 
Mallaig and Stornoway, and was a 
matter of vital importance to his con- 
stituents in the island of Lewis. The re- 
sult some day might be very serious 
if the old steamer went to the bottom 
of the sea. The hon. Member treated 
this matter lightly ; if he had any spare 
time, instead of going electioneering he 
might go to his room, put on his think- 
ing can, and see whether anything could 
be done to improve the Stornoway mail 
service. The hon. Member's predecessor 
worked energetically, and he was success- 
ful. Ifinstead of going off electioneering 
the hon. Member followed the example 
of his father the Colonial Secretary, 
and sent a sixpenny telegram that 
every vote recorded for the Liberal 
candidate was a vote for the Boers, 
that would have done the whole 
business. Who gave the hon. Gentleman 
permission to go? Was he a law unto 
himself ? If a Minister wanted to take a 
holiday let him come to this House and 
ask permission. There were grievances 
enough not only from Seotland, but from 
Ireland and Wales, in connection with 
the Post Office to call for all the atten- 
tion the hon. Member could give, 


ques- 
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(Cries of “ Divide.”) They were not! absented myself on my own authority, 
going to divide yet. Although there without thinking it necessary to ask any 
was a vast amount of work in the two leave whatever. If my conduct merited 
Departments with which the hon. Gentle- censure it would have been for the Com- 
man was connected, he treated it airiiy missioners of His Majesty’s Treasury, of 
and went off and enjoyed himself. Did which I am Secretary, to have expressed 
he take French leave, and was it the their displeasure, and had they done so 
practice of Ministers to do so and to it would have entailed consequences 
nezlect their duties ? which I need not particularise. But the 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 
did not express any displeasure, and, while 
I will do at all times all in my power to 

answer all questions with the utmost 

despatch and courtesy, I must reserve 

. to myself a discretion to take similar steps 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN - in the future it J feel it necessary, and [ 

Radia Fatih: iNet an Wawa ts aneuniey | SOE AUTO the Committee may rely that | 
page Titi nano: ; OCeUPY shall not neglect the work entrusted to 

any part of the time of the Committee on 2 2 

so trifling a matter, but perhaps courtesy" 


to the hon. Gentleman demands that I : . , 
; am Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 5.) supported 
should, in the briefest possible wavy, reply ° . we ah 
3 . * the motion for a reduction. The hon. 
to the speech which he has made. I ,, 2 : soli Tie se, 
; Gentleman the Financial Secretary to 
understand that the hon. Gentleman .) vi : Lie 
: ; . the Treasury had not given him that satis- 
has complained that one day during tie, - wi 3 ei, oneal 
atinet aati Ge Pantin aid cic vali faction to which he was entitled in 
* a sates ee li 1 regard to the publication of the Brehon 
re answer ‘Ts ues S ad- ») 
lere to answer in person questions ad} 7 ows For twenty-two years there had 
dressed to me ;: and the hon. Member said MS. eRe fs 
a e been no publication of these laws, ani 
that the answers given by my hon. friend -| sa eae. ho penmenniil 
the Member for Fulham were not my Seen ee Poe Gee oy Sn ee 
SASK bast tl it iliac tive of the Treasury he had always been 
Answers, 21 se é s P ate . m1: : : ss : 
i i It ; h. ‘ md ‘ eres 41 put off. This was a matter ot very vital 
jerk yer as vey -OnS rer Pics 
hi “Ht — blic rimcnaateag i e " ’Y importance to Ireland. One could not 
Is se i ow inisters, ‘ f= . 
7 ro Ontigation aoe eae 1 help being struck with the fact that 
‘ or “ie 20° : St r 
™ ia poe pe - . ¢ ae oe ; a rs 1 there was at present an enormous educa- 
sae oir alwavs be here|.- é 
lave, th ut t 1e\ 1ould a ways ye here tional movement in Ireland—— 
at question time, although Ministers have 
—— _ * aca ageeean™ ng *Tue CHAIRMAN: There is a special 
th che “a 1 they are put if possi ve Vote for the editing of the Brehon Laws, 
e uns Apia ‘ 1¢ ordinary practice of the and the hon. Gentleman ought to ask 
House for a Minister who is prevented 
from attending to ask one otf his col- 
leagues to answer the question, if he did’) \fp. BOLAND said he was not aware 
not ask the hon. Member to postpone of that. He understood that he would 
it to another day. It is Withia WT) 6. olds to, vaine the point on the Vote for 
power, within the rules of the House the salary of the hon. Gentleman the 
(A voice from the Irish benches-—"" What Financial’ Secretary to the Treasury. 
. _ 9? la vy } » “dinary ‘ * ° . By 
rule?) Well, within the ordinary Yo certainly reserved his right to raise 
courtesies of the House. If on that ocea- this yery important question on another 
sion I had asked the hor. Member to 
postpone his question i feel quite certain 
he would have done so. I did not doso;, Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said he 
but in the morning I had settled the joined with his hon. friend in supporting 
answers to all the questions,and not being the reduction of the salary of the Finan- 
able to be present myself [asked my hon. cial Secretary to the Treasury, and he 
friend to read the answer to the hon. thought the Committee should resent the 
Gentleman's question on my behalf. policy which the Government had 
The hon. Gentleman asked me in this! adopted. The representative of the Post 
connection one specific question, namely, Office in the House was the Financial 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
* That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the 
Financial Secretary of the Treasury.” — 
(Ur. Weir.) 


his question on that Vote. 


occasion. 


-by whose leave I absented myself. I Secretary of the Treasury. 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: That question! him, at Stratford-on-Avon. The hon, 
must be discussed on the Post Office: Gentleman had said that the results were 
Vote. satisfactory. He would not be in order 
= : me in asking how those results had been 

i ZULLX wide rte wish Lahn te ty 
? pete ‘Aig a . Intimidation of voters ; but he certainly 

no representative of the Post Office : 


me ., thought that while Parliament was 
except the hon. Gentleman the Financial “f ( 
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Secretary of the Treasury, and he wished 
to complain of the manner in which he 
had discharged his duties in that regard 


in the House. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN : If the hon. Gentle- 
man wishes to complain of the hon. 
Gentleman in respect to his work in 
connection with the Treasury, this is the 
but if he complains 
of any action or non-action in respect of 
the Post Office, that should be raised on 


proper time to do so ; 


the Post Office Vote. 


Mr. TULLY said that the hon. Gentle- 


man represented the Board of Works 
Department in Ireland, and they had 
to deal with him on these matters. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: That will come up 
on the Vote for the Board of Works in 
Ireland. 


Mr. TULLY said he would pass that 
point, and proceed to complain of the 
manner in which the hon. Gentleman 
attended to his duties as Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury. The hon. Gentle- 
man did not give that attention to them 
which they ought to expect. The hon. 
Gentleman had stated that he was away 


electioneering, and with good results. | 


It might have heen with good results for 
the family parties that still lined the 
Treasury benches, but instead of attend- 
ing to his duties he had taken French 
leave, and gone away of his own accord 
electioneering in the country. That 
was a matter of which they had a right 
to complain. The hon. Gentleman was 
asked who had given him permission to 
go electioneering when he was in the 
position of Financial Secretary to the 
Treasury, and he had replied that he 
took the permission himself; but the 
salary they were voting covered the 
days the hon. Member had absented 
himself from the House as well as those 
days he was present, and he thought the 
country was entitled to some rebate and 
to knock something off his salary for the 
davs he had spent on his own private 
business, which he found so congenial to 


paying an official of this description. to 
attend to the duties which had been 
assigned to him by Parliament he should 
be present on the days when Parliament 
sat, and the hon. Gentleman should not 
meet the complaint which had _ been 
made in the flippant manner he had 
done. The hon. Gentleman said that 
his visit had been attended with good 
results. They might be good results for 
the family interest, but they were not 
good results which they, on that side of 
the House, approved of. The people of 
Ireland paid their proportion otf the 
hon. Gentleman’s salary just as much as 
Gentlemen on the Government benches. 
and it was not in aecordance with the 
fitness of things that an official itke the 
hon. Gentleman should take upon him- 
self, when he was paid by Liberals and 


' Tories alike, to utilise his time in going 


on electioneering tours. His hon. triend 
the Member for Ross-shire had done a 
very proper thing in moving to reduce 
the hon. Gentleman’s salary by £100, 
which would be about the amount to 
which he would be entitled for the days 
he was absent ; and he was certain that 
the hon. Gentleman would have suft- 
cient spirit to refund that £100, or give it 
to some hospital. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he desired 
to join in the reproaches made against. 
the hon. Gentleman the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, because he had 
seen reports of the speeches made by 
that hon. Gentleman which were, in his 
opinion, not only improper speeches for 
any gentleman occupying the position 
the hon. Gentleman did to make, but- 
they were insulting to the Irish Members. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
the hon. Member is entitled on this Vote: 
to criticise the speeches of the hon. 
Gentleman the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
I rise to a point of order. The hon. 
Gentleman ought to have been in the 
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House when he was making his speeches 
at Stratford-on-Avon. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL said he must 
obey the ruling of the Chairman, though 
he did so most reluctantly, for when he 
saw the report of the speeches of the 
hon. Gentleman he thought a very grave 
insult had been made to the Irish Mem- 
bers, and he intended to raise the question 
in the House on the hon. Gentleman’s 
salary. He would put this view of the 
matter to the Government: that public 
servants, receiving the money of the 
State, which money was contributed 
alike by Conservatives and Liberals, 
and by all classes, creeds, and nationali- 
ties, should attend to the duties of their 
office, and should leave to their party 
managers the conduct of elections in the 
country, especially when feeling ran 
high, and when there was danger of the 
public peace being broken, as was the 
case at Stratford-on-Avon. He had no 
fault personally to find with the hon. 
Member. On any question he had 
asked the hon. Gentleman had shown 
himself willing to give any information 
in his power. But on principle they 
were bound to protest against such action 
as the hon. Gentleman had been guilty 
of on this occasion in filling the position 
of a political agent while he was drawing 
a salary as a Minister in this House. 
That was a position which—he said it 
with all respect—the hon. Gentleman 
ought not to occupy, and a position to 


which sufficient attention had not been | 


given in the House. In regard to the 
general management of the office of 
which the hon. Gentleman was one of 
the official representatives in this House, 
he would say, subject to the ruling of the 
Chairman, that they ought to be entitled 
to discuss all the dealings of the Treasury 
with Ireland. Were they not entitled 
to discuss these dealings, and as to 
whether Ireland got fair treatment from 
the Treasury? He was sorry he was 
precluded from discussing the Post Office 
or the loans obtained from the Treasury 
in respect of publie works—of which they 
had great cause to complain. The 
delays in getting these loans and the 
niggardly policy of the Treasury handi- 
capped the local authorities in Ireland in 
carrying out works of public utility and 
great public necessity—especially in con- 
nection with the Labourers Acts and 
the Public Health Acts. 


{2 Jury 1901}: 
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| *Tue CHAIRMAN: These questions 


will have to be discussed when they 
appear in Votes of diverse denominations 
'—the Public Works Office in Ireland, 
the Loan Commission, and so forth. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL said that if that 
_was the case they ought to commence 
the fight on the Ist of January, and then 
they would not finish on the 31st Decem- 
ber of the same year, because the time of 
the House was so much mismanaged, 
and they had practically no time to 
discuss these important matters. They 
had had only two days for Irish Supply. 


*ToHe CHAIRMAN: You cannot, in 
Supply, discuss the arrangement of busi- 
ness. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
asked whether, on this general Vote, 
they could not discuss the wholefeonduct 
of the Treasury. 


*THoe CHAIRMAN : I do not think so. 
The conduct of the Treasury must be dis- 
cussed on each case on which the Trea- 
sury’s consent is asked for or refused 
for a sufficient sum for each Department. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said that, 
according to that ruling, it would be im- 
possible to discuss the action of the Trea- 
sury as a whole. He respectfully sub- 
mitted that on the main question of this 

Treasury Vote it was perfectly compe- 
_tent to discuss the policy of the Treasurys 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: On the Treasury 
Vote there is generally speaking nothing 
to discuss except the constitution of the 
office. According to rulings which had 
been given during many years, wherever 

'there is a special subject taken in a 
| Vote, even though it may be connected 
'with the Treasury, then is the proper 
| time to discuss it. 

| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said he was 
perfectly clear in his memory that on 
| previous occasions it was held to be open 
| to discuss the question of the general 
| policy of the Treasury. There were 
'various matters concerned with the 
| Board of Works and other Departments 
' which they wished to discuss. For in- 
| stance, it could not be contended that an 
; advance to the Treasury could not be 
| discussed on the Treasury Vote, because 


| that would be above the heads of all the - 


Departments. 








579 _  Supply—Civil 
*THe CHAIRMAN : I carefully guarded 


myself by saying that there ‘might be 
some questions that might be discussed. 
All I have said at present is, that wherever 
there is special mention of some par- 
ticular matter, even though the Treasury 
may be brought in, it is not proper to 
discuss it on the Treasury Vote. It 
must be discussed in the particular place 
in the Votes where it is to be found. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL said that the 
ruling of the Chairman brought the Com- 
mittee back to the Amendment of the 
hon. Member for Ross-shire, which was 
moved mainly in order to call attention 
to the conduct of the Financial Secretary 
to the Treasury in connection with the 
Stratford-on-Avon election. He deplored 
the action of Members of the Govern- 
ment, who were supposed to give their 
time exclusively to their duties, inter- 
fering in elections and giving what he 
could only regard as a fictitious im- 
portance to the particular contests in 
which they engaged. He should like to 
know whether the hon. Gentleman went 
to Stratford-on-Avon with the cognisance 
or permission of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. He hoped there would be 
some further explanation. After all, 
was the duty of the Opposition to see that 
public money was not wasted. In that 
case public money had been wasted in a 
most scandalous manner. The hon. 
Gentleman was absent when he should 
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have been answering his hon. friend’s 


questions, and he thought the Com- 
mittee had a right to protest against it, 
and to insist that Ministers who were 
earning salaries should not engage in 
election contests. He did not apply that 
to one party more than to another, but 
the public business should be discharged 
by Gentlemen who had undertaken it. 
They all knew, when a Ministry was 
being formed, how eagerly the chances 
of the different candidates were watched, 
and it was only fair and reasonable, when 
gentlemen were appointed, that they 
should conscientiously and fairly dis- 
charge their duties. The hon. Gentle- 
man had already informed the Com- 
mittee in an off-hand manner that his 
action was attended with good results. 
Of course, he was entitled to take what 
credit he could out of what they could 
not, however, otherwise regard than as 
a misfortune to the cause of truth and jus- 
tice and righteousness. The hon. Gertle- 
man was badly engaged, both from the 
point of view ot his position in the Govern- 
ment and as a responsible politician, 
though whether he was responsible or 
not was doubtful, especially after the 
manner in which he alluded to the Irish 
Members. For these reasons he would 
support the Amendment. 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 112; 
Noes, 221. (Division List No. 309). 





Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, Win. (Rhondda) 
Allen,Chas. P.(Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 
srige, Jolin 
Brown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
Burke, E. a 
Caldwell, James 
C ameron, tobert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Daly, James 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 
Dewar, J. A. (Inverness-sh. ) 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duffy, William J. 


AYES. 
Edwards, Frank 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 
F french, Peter 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard. Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Holland, William Henry 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh, ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermottt Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 
Manstield, Horace Rendall 





Mooney, John J. 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Nussey, Thomas W illans 
0’ Brien, wy (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. J. (Tippe Yi anh N.) 
O’Connor, JJ. ‘(Wi icklow, W.) 
O'Doherty, William 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
0’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, James(Rose’mm’n,N. 
”’ Malley. William 
0’Mara, James 
0 Shaughnessy, “es 
Pearson, Sir Weetinan D. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robt. John 
Priestley, Arthur 
fea, Russell 
teddy, M. 
Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
tedmond, Wim. (C ‘lare) 
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tigg, Richard 
‘Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Roche, John 
Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, Charles P. (Leigh) 
Shaw,CharlesEdward(Stafford | 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bayot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.( Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj kK R(Christehurch) 
Banbury, Frederick George 

Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Biewood, James 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 

sullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Bart, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, Willian Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. ) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chapman, Edward 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
‘ochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
‘ohen, Benjamin Louis 
‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomh, Sir John Charles R. 
‘umpton, Lord Alwyne 
‘ook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
‘orbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin Edward P. 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 


a 


-Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


Jalkeith, Earl of 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
tobert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dimsdale, Sir JosephCocktfield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 





{2 JuLy 1901} 


| Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur W. 
Sullivan, Donal 

| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

| Thomas,J A(Gl’morgan,Gower 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R.) 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Tully, Jasper 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (Yorks, E. R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 


NOES. 
Doxford,Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Kt. Hon. Sir Wim. H. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick.SW 
Foster, Sir W.(Derby County) 
Garfit, William 
Gordon, HnJ. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gore, HnG. R.COrmsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Jolin Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. | Mid’x 
Hamilton, Maryof(L’donderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf'd 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 


| Helder, Augustus 


Helme, Norval Watson 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hogg, Lindsay 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightsd. 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 


| Hoult, Joseph 


Howard, J.(/Kent, Faversham) 
Hudson, Greorge Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 


| Kimber, Henry 


Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N. 8. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Cul. Charles W.(Eve-hom 
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Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, O. (Merioneth) 
Wilson, John (Durham Mid.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES— 
J 2: 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Weir and Mr. 
Farrell. 


Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. H.LB(Cambs. 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshire 
Majendie, James A. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell, W.J.H.( Dumfriessh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore,JohnThrogmot’n 
Moleworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J.Scott( Hants. 
Moore, Wm. (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Partington, Oswald 

Peel,Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Plummer, Walter L. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Randles, John S. 

Rasche, Major Frederie Carne 
Rateliff, R. F. 

eid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Richards, Henry Charles 
Rickitt, J. Compton 

Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde{ Bethnal Green 
Ritehie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

found, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Rutherford, John 

Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,H.C(North’mb T’neside 
Smath James Varser (Liuarks. 
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Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot,Kt. Hn J.G.(Oxf’dUniv 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
called attention to the fact that the First 
Lord of the Treasury had two private 
secretaries at a salary of £300 each, who 
at the same time occupied the position 
of first-class clerks at a salary of £900 
per annum, so that the right hon. 
Gentleman had, as a fact, two £1,200 
ayearmen as private secretaries, although 
nominally they were only £300 men. 
From the Estimate it appeared that the 
First Lord of the Treasury had two 
private secretaries, and that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had one. In the 
first place he did not understand why the 
First Lord of the Treasury had more 
than the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and in the second why these gentlemen 
should be taken away from the positions 
they held as first-class clerks to become 
private secretaries, and still be paid 
their salaries as first-class clerks. In 
order to obtain the information he re- 
quired, he begged to move that the Vote 
be reduced by £500. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£500, in respect of the Salaries of First- 
Class Clerks.” 

Mr. AUSTEN 
said that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Mid Lanark did not appear 
to understand the facts. One of the 


private secretaries with this allowance | , : 
‘lack of courage in telling 


was not a Civil servant, and drew no pay. 
The custom of the Treasury was that 
when a clerk with the higher salary 
was continued in an office it was not 
for the clerk’s benefit, but for the advan- 
tage of the office as a whole. Part of his 
salary was deducted and paid to another 
clerk, who performed the ordinary 
routine work. 


Mr. CALDWELL said there appeared 
to be some private arrangement by which 


{COMMONS} 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webb, Col. William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne | 

Whitmore, Charles Algernon | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord | 
Tomlinson, Wm.Edw. Murray | Willox, Sir John Archibald — | 


CHAMBERLAIN | 
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Wilson, A.Stanley(York,E.R, 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 
Younger, William 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


/someone else was paid for the work 


that these gentlemen as first-class clerks 
were supposed to do. He submitted 
that that was not the way to carry on 
the business of a great public office like 
the Treasury. The system was bad, and 
he would therefore divide the Com- 
mittee on his motion for reduction. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said if the 
statement of the Financial Secretary 
was correct the Estimates were very mis- 
leading. He had been utterly unable 
to follow the argument of the hon. 
Gentleman, because if the figures in the 
Estimates were correct, and he assumed 
that they were, the hon. Member for 
Mid Lanark was right in his contention. 
The question which hon. Members had 
to ask themselves was this: Was it fair 
to the Treasury or to the taxpayers that 
these first-class clerks, whose entire 
attention should be given to their duties, 


‘should be taken from their offices and 


made private secretaries to Ministers ! 
How could they discharge their duties 
as private secretaries and their duties 
to the Treasury at the same time? He 
hoped a division would be insisted upon, 
and that a great number of the Com- 


| mittee, as representing the taxpayers, 


would be found to take an interest in 
this matter, and that they would vote in 
support of the Amendment. 


*Mr. WEIR said the _ hon. 
man could not be charged with any 
the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark that he 
was not correct in his facts. If there 
was one man in this House who was 
correct on all occasions that man was 
the hon. Member for Mid Lanark. He 
would not labour the point, but he would 
allow no one, without a protest, to 
charge the hon. Member with inaccuracy. 
There were six first-class clerks employed 
at £900 a year each, and two of them 


_were told off to act as private secretaries 
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‘to the First Lord of the Treasury at £300 | 


_clerks be taken to do the secretarial 





‘Colville, John 
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a year. Surely these clerks had most 
important duties to perform in their own 
department. Why could not second-class 


work? The predecessor of the present 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury, 
acknowledging that it was a bad system, 
had promised that it should be altered, 
but things were getting back into the 
old rut. The system was again growing, 
and it was necessary that it should be 
stopped. 
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“Mr. TULLY said the Financial Secre- 

tary had laid down the principle that 
when these clerks did not discharge 
certain duties their salaries were reduced. 
Would the hon. Gentleman apply the 
same principle to himself, and deduct 
a portion of his salary in respect of the 
time he spent electioneering ? 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 108 ; 
Noes, 218. (Division List No. 310.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc.,Stroud | Joyce, Michael 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Boland, John 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Cameron, Robert 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Cawle y, Frederick 


| Langley, Batty 


Leigh, Sir Josep 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 


Lundon, W. 

| MacNeill, John 
M‘Cann, James 
M‘Crae, George 
Condon, Thomas Joseph M‘Dermott, Pat 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 

Dewar,John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Capt. A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 


M‘Govern, T. 





| Murphy, John 


| Norman, Henry 


| O'Connor, Jas. ( 
| O'Doherty, Will 


O’Dowd, John 


| Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’e | 
| Jordan, Jeremiah 


Lambert, George 


| Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 


Lewis, John Herbert 


M‘Fadden, Edward 


Mooney, John J. 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
Murnaghan, George 


| Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 


| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
| O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 

| O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 


O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
| O'Malley, William 


Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Arthur 

tea, Russell 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
h | Redmond, Wm. (Clare) 
Rickett, J. Corapton 

Rigg, Richard 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, John 

Roe, Sir Thomas 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,Capt. John (Forfarsh. 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
| Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n,N 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


Gordon Swift 


rick 


Wicklow, W.) 


iam 


Hayden, John Patrick O’Mara, James TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Helme, Norval Watson O’Shaughnessy, P. J. Mr. Caldwell and Mr. 
Holland, William Henry ! Partington, Oswald Mansfield. 


NOES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Col. James Rebt. 
Baird, John George Alex. 


Balcarres, Lord 


Bathurst, Hn. A 


Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 


Brassey, Albert 


| Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
| Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
| Balfour,RtHn Gerald W (Leeds | 
Balfour,MajKR(Christchurch | 
Banbury, Frederick George 


Beach,Rt. Hn.Sir.M.H (Bristol | 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


i 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- | 


Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 


Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 

Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh.) 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.{Birm 
| Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
‘ Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


llenBenjamin | 
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Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Ear! of 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott! 
Digby, John K. D.Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas.: M. (Lanark) 
Doxiord, SirWilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Elibank, Master of 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Fineh, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy ,Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Foster,PhilipS.(Warwick,SW 
Foster, Sir Waiter (Derby Co.) 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, HnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore,Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, SirEW(BrySEdm/’nds 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG. (Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon, Robert Wm. 
Hardy,L aurence(Kent,Ashf'd 
Harris, Fredk. “pemeerna 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hope,J. F.(Sheftield, Brightsd. 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Hoult, Joseph 

How: ard,John( Kent,Faversh’m 


Supply—Civil 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. DILLON 


right hon. Gentleman 
criticise his action as 
House. 








said the first item in 
the Vote before the Committee 
salary of the First Lord of the Treasury, 
and last year he thought he was entitled 
to move a reduction of the salary of the do. 

in order to 
Leader 
The First Lord of the Treasury | 
got no salary for his work in this House, | 


{COMMONS} 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 


Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse | 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood- (Sussex 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W(Salop. 
Keswick, W iNiam 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambton, Hn. Frederick W. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower,F rederickN.S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas,Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Co!. H.L. B(Cambs 
M‘killop, James(Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maxwell. W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. 
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| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Rateliff, R. F 

Reid, James (Greenock) 

Remnant, James Farquharson 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
fenwick, George 

Ridley,Hn M. W.(Stalybridge) 

Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 

Ritchie, Rt. HonChasThomson 

Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


| Round, James 


Royds, Clement Molyneux 
{utherford, John 

Sackville, Col. 8. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC(North’ mbTyneside 
Smith,James Parker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stock, James Henry 


| Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 


Melville, Beresford Valentine | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, John T. 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ.(Walthamst. ) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrisson, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | 
Murray, RtHn. AGraham( Bute 
Murray,Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis A 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Parker, Gilbert 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, J. A. (Saftron Walden) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edw. 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 


Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

W ebb, ¢ ‘ol. W illiam George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.- -Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon} 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, AStanley( Yorks, E.R, 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm.H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, KtHn.E. R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


| Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


which was very hard work, but he got 


£5,000 a year for doing nothing outside 


the House. 
was the 


of the 


' 


He had inquired what the 
right hon. Gentleman had to do as 
First Lord of the Treasury, 
found that he had absolutely nothing to 
That was an extraordinary 
dition of things, but there it must rest. 
There was an all-important question 
which concerned the whole authority 
and position of the 


and he 


con- 


Treasury. 


688. 





The 








Tr 
off 
de 
$0) 
tre 
th 
pl 
ot 
in 
Cal 
an 
fr 
res 
tal 
th: 
wl 
pre 
do’ 
cor 
thi 
Tr 
ot 
pu 
an 
oOce 
Mu 
sne 
hac 
the 
ot 
to 1 
anc 
tha 
the 
tact 
wal 
ot 
wh 
Min 
act 
to . 
Exc 
Tre 
to 1 
the 
nat! 
of t 
had 
the 
ciph 
wer 
Hot 
reve 
mar 
of e 
dan, 
he ¢ 


proy 








son 


ge) 
een 
son 


ey) 


Ini. 


th’r 


ngs 


ray 
rd 


uth) 


rge 

rong 
ES— 
and 


got 

side 
the 

) as 
he 

g to 
con- 
rest. 
tion 
rity 











689 


Treasury was a very extraordinary 
office. It was concerned with every 
department of the Government, and 
some time ago an extraordinary con- 
troversy arose which was initiated in 
the country and carried on to another 
place as to the position and influence 
of the Treasury, and the results attend- 
ing that influence. That controversy was 
carried on by the present Prime Minister, 
and he wished to have some declaration 
from the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
regard to the extraordinary position 
taken up by the Prime Minister upon 
that occasion. He wished to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman was 
prepared to accept the conditions laid 
down by the Prime Minister. In this 
controversy the Prime Minister said 
that the exercising of the powers of the 
Treasury in governing every department 
of the Government was not for the 
public benefit. That was a very serious 
and solemn statement, and upon another 
occasion in the same year the Prime 
Minister referred to the subject in a 
speech in which he explained that he 
had not intended any application of 
these views to the present Chancellor 
ot the Exchequer, and again reterred 
to the position acquired by the Treasury, 
and said that, on the whole, he thought 
that for the purpose of national defence 
the present condition was not a satis- 
factory one. That was a very solemn 
warning coming from the Prime Minister 
of the country, and it was a warning 
which in the case of any responsible 
Minister would have been followed by 
action. He thought they were entitled 
to know whether the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer accepted that position of the 
Treasury. Had the Treasury arrogated 
to itself powers which were injurious to 
the country and destructive to the 
national defence? He thought the effect 
of this language from the Prime Minister 
had been to loosen the purse-strings of 
the Treasury. The speeches and _ prin- 
ciples of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
were excellent, but his actions in the | 
House of Commons were quite the 
reverse. While the right hon. Gentle- 
man had been preaching the doctrines 
ot economy and pointing out the terrible | 
danger of increasing public expenditure, | 
he gave the lie to his own speeches by | 
proposing and consenting to enormous | 
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increases in the taxation of the country 
He wished to know whether the position 
of the Treasury had been altered. Were 
they to understand that the Army and 
Navy Departments were to have a free 
hand, and that the Treasury grasp 
upon expenditure was to be relaxed? He 
took the side of the Treasury in this dis- 
pute, and not that of the Prime Minister. 
In his speech the other day in the City 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer said 
that some people imagined that the 
publie purse had no bottom to it. There 
appeared to him to be in that speech 
an indication that the relations between 
the spending departments and_ the 
Treasury were being altered, and the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was being 
compelled to open the public purse 
wider. He thought the House of Com- 
mons was entitled to some declaration 
upon this subject from the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Gentleman has been a long time con- 
sidering the subject to which he attaches 
so great an importance. The speeches 
of the Prime Minister which he quoted 
were delivered inJanuary of last year, and 
now, eighteen months after that date. 
the hon. Gentleman asks me for a solemn 
declaration in reply to them. This is a 
free country, and we are all entitled to 
our own opinions ; but I confess that I 
do not agree with the opinions of the 
Prime Minister as regards the Treasury, 
just as, I have no doubt, I sometimes 
express opinions on other subjects which 
the Prime Minister does not agree with. 
As for any change in the _ position 
and the action of the Treasury with 
regard to other Departments of the State 
during the last few years, that is a pure 
myth of the imagination of the hon. 
Member himself. There has been abso- 
lutely no change. Such control as is 
legitimate for the Treasury to exercise 
is exercised as much as ever it was, and: 
if the expenditure of the country has 
largely increased—I am not speaking ct 
war expenditure, because in such 4 
matter as that it is quite impossib'e 
for the Treasury to control the Depart- 
ment which has to carry on the war, 
but of ordinary expenditure—I do not 
think it is due to the spending Depart- 
ments so much as to the universal feeling 
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of the present day in favour of increased { 


expenditure. I believe that is the opinion 

of the great majority of the people. But 
so far as the vigilance of the Treasury 
‘is eoncerned, I can assure the hon. 
Gentleman that I do my best to keep 
down expenditure wherever it can be 
kept down, and I shall continue to do so 
so long as I have the honour to hold 
my present office. 


Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) said 


{COMMONS} 


that, with regard to the Statute Law | 


Revision Committee, he complained of 
the way in which the Statute Law 
Revision Act was prepared every year, 
especially with regard to the Acts 
relating to procedure in Irish county 
courts. The whole practice of the 
county courts in Ireland, as far as the 


renewal of decrees was concerned, was | 


practically in a state of chaos, owing 
to the repeal of the latter part of the 
140th section of the Civil Bill Act, 1851. 
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courts did not inspire the public with 
confidence in the administration of the 
law in Ireland. He asked that the long- 
continued practice should be allowed 
to remain in force, by re-enacting the 
part of the Act of 1851 repealed, as he 
thought inadvertently, by the Statute 
Law Revision Act of 1892. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: May I ask a 
question again on the point of order? I 
understand that the Statute Law Re- 
vision Committee recommended certain 
alterations in the statutes. These were 
subsequently passed, and were embodied 
in an Act of Parliament. I ask whether 
it is in order under those circumstances 
to discuss the salary of an official of this 
unpaid Committee, whose work has been 
passed by both Houses of Parliament. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN thought that criti- 


'cism on the action of the Committee 


The county court judge at Donegal | 
had compared the action of the editor of | 
these Acts to the story told of a dog | 


fancier who cropped the ears, docked the 
: tail, and shortened the legs of a grey- 
hound in order to convert it into an 
. Irish terrier. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I am sorry to interrupt the hon. 
Member, but I wish to raise a point of 
order. I understand that the hon. 
Member is complaining of something 
done by the Statute Law Revision Com- 
mittee. Surely it is not in order to do 
that on the Vote we are now discussing. 


}*Mr. O'DOHERTY contended that, as 
this was the Vote for the Statute Law 
Revision Committee, there must be 
the salary of some official connected 
with the Committee in the Vote. 


*THe CHAIRMAN : The Committee 
do not receive any salary for their work, 
but I think matters have in the past 
been brought up in regard to the work 
of the Committee upon this Vote. I 
certainly think that the hon. Member 
is perfectly entitled to raise this question 
upon this Vote. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY contended that the 
present procedure in the Irish county 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


was possible on this Vote. The hon. 
Member for North Louth had raised the 
same questions on this very matter. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY said he objected 
to the manner in which the work had 
been done. It was done in a slipshod 
way. He only wanted that more care 
should be exercised in the future than 
in the past, and that the anomalous state 
of affairs of the county courts of Ire- 
land, caused by the repeal of this enact- 
ment, should be remedied. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member is evidently not aware that a 
Bill has actually passed the House of 
Lords dealing with the subject to which 
he has called attention. 


*Mr. O'DOHERTY : Surely the right 
hon. Gentleman is aware that a conten- 
tious measure of that kind, introduced 
in the House of Lords, has no chance of 
becoming law. 


Mr. DILLON said his hon. friend was 
perfectly in order. He was impeaching 
the way in which the statute law re 
vision editor did his work. They trusted 
to the statute law revision editor and his 
work. The details of that work were 
never discussed in the House of Com- 
mons. If they were to begin to discuss 
the details—and perhaps the. Nationalist 
Members would begin—a whole session 
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would not enable them to deal with the | Sir THOMAS ESMONDE said the 
matter. If the First Lord of the Trea-| Vote for the Treasury Remembrancer 
sury had read the Bill passed in the other | was £38 larger this year than last year 
House he would have found that it did What was the reason for the increase ? 
not deal with the grievance of which he | a al : 

complained. What the Upper House | Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) 
wanted to exact was Chat a decree should said the omission on the part of the 
not be subject to renewal every year, but | statute law revision editor was a 


should continue in force for six years, | 8¢T!ous matter, In consequence of which 


That had no chance of becoming law this | car were ay “" a co — 
session or next session, and he now asked | * vantage, and also to considerable 
expense. It was not a matter for 


that they should be placed in the same | ; ; : 

position as before the judges discovered | laughing at. The Attorney General for 
the flaw in the Statute Law Revision | 1reland smiled. The official referred to 
Act. | had made an omission by which some 


people in Ireland had been put to con- 


Sin THOMAS ESMONDE called ‘siderable expense. Surely, when a ruling 
attention to the Vote for theoffice of Trea- had been given that the question was a 
sury Remembrancer in Ireland. There Proper one for discussion it would be 
had not been for years an opportunity courteous on the part of the Minister to 
of discussing that Vote in the House, 8!v¢ some reply upon it. 
and this was only another instance of Mp, TULLY said the Committee were 
the way in which questions of great im- | entitled to an explanation upon the point 
portance had gone on from year to year, | raised by the hon. Member for North 
without being discussed at all. He asked, | Donegal. He thought the First Lord 
Who is this gentleman? Where is he) of the Treasury should instruct the 
to be found? What does he do? He Attorney General for Ireland to answer. 
understood that he was charged with | 4 very specific grievance had been raised 
the duty of auditing the accounts of the | by the hon. Member for North Donegal, 
public departments in Ireland, and acting | and it would not take the Attorney 
as a sort of drag or check upon public) General more than a minute to give an 
expenditure in that country. Was it) assurance that the law, which had been 
possible for the Treasury Remembrancer | changed as the result of an error, would 


to surcharge a public office in Ireland | } 2 

: tase | be put right. 

for the misuse of public funds? The | ? sf : 

Local Government Board in Ireland) *THeE CHAIRMAN: That involves 
spent some of its time in surcharging | alteration of the statute, and that 
local boards for mistakes their members | cannot be done in Committee of Supply. 
ads, Wet Eaypriet © the Boost! in TULL said the: Irish Members 
Government Board spent money in a ; . foe 
: : if 'had to raise this question in a round- 
way not authorised by law, or if the, hinei “iabe 

action of the Local Government Board | *”° ay: 

led to an expenditure not authorised) Mr. A. J. BALFOUR rose in his place, 
by law? Was that Board surcharged | and claimed to move, “‘ That the Question 
by the Treasury Remembrancer? | be now put.” 


ax. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN;| Question put, * That the Question be 
That belongs to the department of the | now put.” 
Comptroller and Auditor General, who ae 
is an officer of this House and indepen-| The Committee divided :—Ayes, 183 ; 


dent of the Treasury. | Noes, 112. (Division List No. 311.) 
AYES. 

Acland-Hood, Capt.Sir Alex.F. — Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte Arrol, Sir William Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Baltour,Maj.K.R.(C hristch’ch. 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy Banbury, Frederick George ~ 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Bain, Colonel James Robert Bathurst,Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn Balearres, Lord Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM.H. (Bristol) 
Arkwright, John Stanhope Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Mane’r Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
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Bignold, Arthur 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brassey, Albert 

Bull, William James 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 

Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dickson, Charles Scott 

Digby. John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cockfield | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir William Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. EdwardAlgernon 
Foster, PhilipS.(Warwick,S. W. 
Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, HnG.R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Lincs. | 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,SirEW(B’ryS.Edm’nds | 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hamilton,RtHnLordG(Midd’x | 
Hanbury,Rt.Hon.RobertWm. | 
Hardy,Laurence(Kent,Ashf’rd | 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N. E. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Chas. P. (Glouc., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Brown,George M.(Edinburgh) | 
Burke, E. Haviland- | 





| Haslett, Sir James Horner 
| Hay, Hon. Claude George 
| Hope,J.F.(Sheffield. Brightside 


| Lawson, John Grant 


| Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 


Mount, William Arthur 
| Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 


| Causton, Richard Knight 
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Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Hornby, Sir Wm. Henry 


| Hoult, Joseph 


Howard,John(KentFaversh’m 
Hutton, J. (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 


| Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
| Keswick, William 


Lambton, Hn. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 


Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage } 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S. | 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 


| Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8.) | 
| Lowe, Francis William | 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) | 


Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L.B.(Cambs. 


| M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 


Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfries-sh. 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants.) | 
Moore, Wm. (Antrim, N.) 

Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow) 
Morgan,Hn.Fred.(Monm’thsh. | 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. | 
Morrison, James Archibald 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


| Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
| Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Parker, Gilbert 


| 
| 
Nicholson, William Graham | 
| 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Rbt. Wellesley } 


NOES. 


Caldwell, James — 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) | 


Cawley, Frederick 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dewar,John A.(Inverness-sh.) 
Dillon, John 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Ratcliff, R. F. : 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


| Renwick, George 


Ridley,Hn.M.W. (Stalybridge) 
Ridley,S.Forde( BethnalGreen) 
Ritchie, Rt.Hn.Chas. Thomson 


Robertson, Herbert (Hackney): 
| Robinson, Brooke 
| Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Round, James 


| Rutherford, John 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tynes’e 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanarks. } 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Rt.HnJ.G.(Oxf’dUniv. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Webb, Colonel William George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


| Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley (York, E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodeh ouse, Rt. Hn.E.R.( Bath) 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 


| Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Doogan, P. C. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


| Duffy, William J. 
| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
| Farrell, James Patrick 


F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Gladstone, Rt. HnHerbertJohn 
Hammond, John 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
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Helme, Norva! Watson 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | 
Jordar, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Lambert, George 
Langley, Battey 
Layland-Barratt, Francis \ 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) | 
M‘Crae, George | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 
Morton,Edw. J. C. (Devonport 
Murnaghan, George | 
Murphy, J. 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
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Bain, Col. James Robert 
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Banbury, Frederick George 
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Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
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3rown,George M. (Edinburgh) 
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Carson, Rt. Hn. Sir Edw. H. | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
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| O’Doherty, William 


| O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


| O’Mara, James 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 218; Noes, 71. 


| Compton, Lord Alwyne 


| Doxford, Sir William T. 
' Duke, Henry Edward 


| Galloway, Wm. Johnson 

| Garfit, William 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn | 
| Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8S.) 

| Gore,Hn.GRC.Ormsby-(Salop) 
Gore,Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Line.) | 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. | 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | Greene,SirEW(B’ry SEdm’nds | 
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Nolan,"Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norman, Henry 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W. ) 


O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 


O'Malley, William 


O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | 


(Juestion put accordingly. 


AYES. 


Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Colville, John 


Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett,A.Cameron(Gla:gow) | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Ear] of 

Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) | 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 


| Fielden, Edward B. 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon? Edward A. 
Foster, P. S. (Warwick, $.W.) | 





| TELLERS 
| Rickett, J. Compton | 
| Rigg, Richard 


Law, Andrew 
Lawson, John Grant 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine: 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lough, Thomas . 
| Lowe, Francis Wm. 
| Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
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Roe, Sir Thomas 
Russell, T. W. 


| Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Sheehan, Daniel Danicl 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stevenson, Francis 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, DavidAlfred(Merthyr): 
Thomas,F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monagh’nN 
Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Luke (York, E.R.) 
White, Patrick (Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 


I FOR THE NoEs— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


(Division List No. 312.) 


| Gretton, Jehn 


Groves, James Grimble 


| Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 


Hamilton,Rt HnLordG.(Mid’x 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford). 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hope,J.F.(Sh’ttield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph BREA 
Howard, J.(Kent, Faversham) 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop) 
Lambert, George 
Lambton,Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Langley, Batt 

onar 
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Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H. L.B.(Camb. 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Killop, Jas. (Stirlingshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Massey-Mainwaring. Hn W.F. | 
Maxwell, W.J.H.(Dumfriessh. | 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. | 
Staleenerth, Sir Lewis 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8S. (Hants,) 
Moore, Wm. (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J.( Walthamstow) 
Morgan, Hn. I. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald | 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Mount, Wm. Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norman, Henry 

Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Priestley, Arthur 


Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S, 
Ratcliff, R. F. 
Rea, Russell 


Renwick, George 


Rigg, Richard 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. 


Robinson, Brooke 


Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allen, Chas.P.(Gloue. Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Daly, James 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutfy, William J. 

Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 


Gilhooly, James 
Hammond, John 


Jordan, Jeremiah 
Joyce, Michael 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Levy, Maurice 


Lundon, W. 


M ‘Govern, T. 
Mansfield, Horace 
Mooney, John J. 


Murphy, J. 


It being after Midnight, the Chair- 


to the House. 


{COMMONS} 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) ; 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley | 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


Reid, James (Greenock) 
| Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbt. (Hackney) 


Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Shaw,-Chas. Edw. (Stafford)| 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tyn’side 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 


Hayden, John Patrick 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Lewis, John Herbert 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


Murnaghan, George 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’ Doherty, William 

0’ Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 
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Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spear, John Ward 
| Stanley,EdwardJas. (Somerset 
R. | Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stevenson, Francis 8S. 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, RtHn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ. 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas,F.Freeman-( Hastings 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. M. 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Webb, Col. Williain George 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
White, Luke (York, E. R.) 
Whiteley,H.(Aston-un.-Lyne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. S. (York, E. R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Chas. T. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES, 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Malley, William 

O Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

edmond, Jolin E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Gow’r 
Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick( Meath, North) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 


Rendall 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Resolution to be reported this day ; 


man left the Chair to make his Report Committee to sit agaln to-morrow. 


Adjourned at half-past Twelve 
of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Wednesday, 3rd July, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No 4) BILL. 


(By ORbER.) 
Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 









|. time.” 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) 

F complained of the want of system and 
lack of geographical knowledge dis- 
. played by the Local Government Board 
for Ireland in the framing of some of 


their Provisional Orders in connection | 


with the relations between county coun- 
cils and urban district councils. In the 


present Bill the urban district councils | 
of Dundalk, Sligo, and Tralee were made | 


to contribute towards the salaries of the 
county surveyor and the secretary to 
the county council, whereas the urban 


F district council of Enniskillen was ex- | 


empted from such contribution. These 


.councils had their own surveyors and | 


cderks, who performed within their own 
districts the duties which were carried 
out in the county by the county officials. 
He could not, therefore, see why this 

: contribution should be enforced. There 
was a point of principle involved in this 
matter, and if the promoters of the Bill 
considered that principle a correct one, 
it should be applied as far as possible 
in all cases. 


Sir JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
' Northwich), speaking as Chairman of 
the Committee which had had under 
consideration the Bill before the House, 


said that only one part of the measure— | 


that dealing with the borough of Dundalk 
—was opposed in Committee. So far 
as Dundalk was concerned, the Com- 
mittee heard all parties, and had reported 
the result of their deliberations to the 
House. 


Mr. O7DOHERTY (Donegal, N.) did 
hot agree with the view that the urban 
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| district councils should not contribute 
| towards these salaries, because some of 
| the county officials certainly did dis- 
|charge duties in connection with the 
jurban districts. The Bill should be 
allowed to pass, as it merely enforced 
‘the uniform practice which had been 
| adopted for some time past. 


| Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
|IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, London- 
| derry, N.) said the slightest consideration 
of the question would have led the hon. 
Member to see that absolute uniformity 
in this matter was altogether impossible. 
Under the Local Government Act the 
| Local Government Board, if the local 
authorities applied to them, were bound 
to adjust the financial relations between 
jurban or rural district councils and 
county councils, and until the burdens 
were uniform the adjustments could not 
be uniform. In some eases the county 
surveyor discharged much more impor- 
tant duties for the urban district than in 
others. If the county court house and 
other public buildings were within a par- 
‘ticular urban district, and the urban 
district council had the use of those 
buildings, it was quite obvious that the 
county official who had charge of them 
and looked after the maintenance and 
repairs discharged duties in which the 
urban district council was directly inte- 
rested, and in regard to which it'was right 
and just that it should contribute to the 
official’s salary. The secretary to the 
county council also discharged duties 
in which the urban district council were 
concerned. In the case of Dundalk the 
urban district council was made to con- 
tribute to the salaries of both the county 
surveyor and the county secretary ; in 
the case of Enniskillen, a contribution 
was made only to the salary of the county 
surveyor; while in the case of Tralee 
again, the urban district council had to 
contribute to the salaries of both officers. 
These conclusions had been arrived at by 
|the Local Government Board after due 
consideration of the respective burdens 
| and liabilities of the particular councils. 
| It was perfectly impossible to have one 
| uniform system to apply to all cases, 
| because the circumstances varied. He 
| hoped the Bill would be allowed to pass, 
} as the Orders could not be modified, and 
the only result of the opposition, if 


2C 
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successful, would be to prevent the | 
carrying out of the object of the Orders. | 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, 8.) asked | 
on what grounds Enniskillen should be 
expected to pay any part of the salary | 
of the county surveyor. The urban 
district council had its own surveyor, | 
whom they paid for doing their work, 
entirely independently of the county 
council; therefore it ought not to be 
called upon to pay for the services of the 
county surveyor, who never did a penny- 
worth of work for the district from one 
year’s end to another. The same remark | 
applied in practically the same degree | 
to the county council secretary. His 
objection was rather that Enniskillen 
did not get enough out of the transaction | 
in connection with this readjustment | 
of rates. The urban district council 
paid £600 or £700 per annum for main 
roads and so on, but they had also at 
the same time to pay for the making of | 
their own roads, many of which were 
main roads equally with the others. In 
fact, Enniskillen considered that it had 
been treated exceedingly unfairly, but it 
was willing to accept the arrangement. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) | 


/ was a member of the Enniskillen Rural 
District Council, but he certainly pro- 
‘tested against the preferential treatment 


objected to the Local Government Board 
promoting Bills which gave to particular 
townships exemptions which were denied 
to other townships. 
quite enough confusion with regard to 
the Orders made by the Local Govern- 


ment Board, and the right hon. Gentle- | 


man must be aware that the Orders 
issued by the Board in connection with 
the urban and rural district councils 


{COMMONS} 


There was already | 
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had led to the greatest possible amount 
of confusion. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) could not 


Provisional Orders Bill. 


-agree with the claim of Enniskillen to 


this special exemption. Part of the 


‘county surveyor’s duty was to attend 


to the county buildings, the court houses, 
and so on, and surely the rich merchants 
of the towns ought to contribute towards 
the salaries of such officials. He was not 
in favour of the burden being shifted 
from the shopkeeper to the tenant- 


‘farmer, as the former were well able 


to pay for their own roads, and to con- 
tribute towards the expenses of county 
management. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) admitted 
that the hon. Member for South Fer- 
managh was a thoroughly good repre- 
sentative of his district, but, at the same 
time, such towns as Enniskillen would 
be in a sorry plight were it not for the 
support of the country districts. When, 
therefore, it came to the paltry question 


_ of contributing to the salary of the county 


surveyor, such towns must take a very 
narrow view of the matter if they 
begrudged having to bear their share. 


Mr. McGOVERN (Cavan, W.) said he 


which had been accorded to Enniskillen 
in this case. The present arrangement 
was very unfair. 


Question put. 
The 


Noes, 70. 


House divided :—Ayes, 178; 
(Division List No. 313.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Balfour,Maj. K. R(Christch’ch | 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin | 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bill, Charles 


Brigg, John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 


Mr. Atkinson. 


Campbell, RtHnJ A. (Glasgow) 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. | Chapman, Edward 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
| Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
| Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
| Cranborne, Viscount 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline Fitzroy | Crossley, Sir Savile 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.A.J.(Manch’r | Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Balfour, Capt. C. 13. (Hornsey | Dalkeith, Earl of 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds | Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hn. A. Akers- 
| Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore | 
| Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Bowles,T.Gibson(King’sLynn) | Edwards, Frank 

Elibank, Master of 
| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hn. AilwynEdward 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Kobt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Flower, Ernest 

| Foster, PhilipS(Warwick,S.W 
Galloway, William Johuson 
Gladstone,RtHnHerbert John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst,Rt. Hon.Sir John Eldon 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Manni 
Mappi 


Barry, 
Blake, 
Bolan 
Boyle, 

Caldwi 
Camer 
Camp 
Carew, 
Channi 
Colvill 
Condor 
Crean, 

Culling 
Daly, . 
Delany 
Donela 
Doogar 
Dutty, 

Duneat 
Farreld 
Ffrencl 
Flynn, 
Gilhool 
Goddar 
Hamm 


Bill 


COLW)Y 
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Greene,SirEW (B’ryS Edm’nds 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse,C.E. H. (Bristol, E. 
Holland, Wm. Henry 

Hope, J. F. (Sheffield, Brightsi’e 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 

Jebb,Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, Wim. (Belfast) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh) | 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Layla id-Barratt, Francis 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants., Fareh’m | 
Leese, SirJ oseph F( Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leizh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Leveson- Gower, FrederickN.S 
Lockwood, Lt. Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. ‘Chas. W.(Evesham 
Lowther, RtHnJW(Cum.Penr | 
Lueas, ReginaldJ(P ortsmouth 
Macartney, RtHnW.G. Ellison 
M‘Crae, George 

Majendie, James A. H. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Cecil 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe | 


Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, 

Daly, James 

Delany, William 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P.C 

Dutty, W iiliam J. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Farrell, James Patrick 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James C hristopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John 


Bill read the third time and passed. 


COLWYN BAY 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 


| 


{3 JuLy i901} 


Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 


Moon, “Edw. Robert Paey 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
Morley, Rt.HnJohn( Montrose | 
Morris, Hon. Martin HenryF. | 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Mount, William Arthur 


Murray,RtHnAGraham(Bute | 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Murray,Col. Wyndham|(Bath) | 
Myers, William Henry 

Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 


| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Plummer, Walter R. 


Orr-Ewing, Chas. Lindsay 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Perey, Ear 

Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


AND COLWYN URBAN | 
DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


| Leamy, Edmund 


' O'Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


Purvis, Robert 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reed, Sir Edw. James(Cardiff) 

Reid, "James (Greenock) 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 

Renwick, George 

Ridley,Hn. M. v (Stalybridge | 
tidley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen | 

Rigg, Richard 

Roe, Sir Thomas 

Ropner, Col. Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 

Russell, T. W. 

Sackville,Col. 8. G. Stopford- 

Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Simeon, Sir Barrington 


NOES. 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 


Joyce, Michael 
Lambert, G reorge 


Lewis, John Herbert 

Lundon, W. 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘ Fadden, Edward 
M‘Govern, T. 

Manstield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney,John J 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, J oseph (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | 
O’Brien, Patrick ne | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, } ) | | 
O'Connor, James(V Meklow, W. 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 
O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


Lords 
agreed to. 


2C2 


| Spencer, RtHnC. 
| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


Amendments considered, 
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Smith, HC(North’mbTynesid® 
Smith, ‘SumeaP acho Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 

R.(Northants 


Business. 


Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stock, James Henry 

Stroyan, John 

Thomas, David Alfred(Merth’r 
Thomas, F. Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. R. 


Thornton, Percy M. 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomkinson, James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, C ee Philips 

Vv alentia, Viscoun 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH Sheffield 


| Warde, Colonel C. E. 
| Warr, ‘Augustus Frederick 


W ason,JohnC Jatheart(Orkney 


| Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE(Taunton 


White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton- u.- as ne) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


| Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 


WwW illoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wills, Sir Frederick * 

W ilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J W.(Worcestersh., N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N 
| O'Malley, William 
O’Mara, James 


| OQ Shaughnessy, | sar Be 


Power, Patrick Joseph 

Reddy, M. 

pontvchry Wm. (Clare) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
| Roche, John 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


| Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan, E. 


Tully, Jasper 
Wason, Eugene(Clack mannan) 


| White, Patrick (Meath, North) 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, E.) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Field and Mr. 
O’ Doherty. 


PETERSFIELD AND SELSEY GAS BILL. 


and 
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FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; an Amend- 

ment made; Bill to be read the third 

time. 


DOVER HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 


Supply — 


HARROGATE CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 

HARROGATE WATER BILL [Lords]. 

RIPON CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


STRATTON AND BUDE IMPROVEMENT 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Petition from Rhyl, against re-enact- 

ment ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Middlesbrough, for alter- 
ation of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS FO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour from Sheffield ; 
North St. Pancras; Glasgow; West- 


bury on Trym; and Dukinfield ; to 


lie upon the Table. 
SOVEREIGN’S OATH 


4hie 


ON ACCESSION 
Petition from Rosemarkie, against ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
BANKRUPTCY (IRELAND). 
Return [presented Ist July] to be 
printed. [No. 248.} 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Return presented, relative thereto 

jordered 2nd July; Mr. Gerald Bal- 


four|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. [No. 249.] 
PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Return presented, relative thereto 


jordered 2nd July: Mr. Gerald Bal- 
four|; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 250.] 


ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND). 


Return presented, relative thereto 
jordered 22nd April; Mr. Eugene 


Wason]; to lie upon the Table, 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Copy presented, of Minute of the 
Board of Education, dated 3rd July, 
| 1901, establishing Regulations for Even- 
ing Schools and Classes [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2647 to 2649 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 


Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
| No. 557 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. | 
Navy Estimates, 1901-2. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That a sum, not exceeding £279,600, 
be granted to His Majesty, to defray 
the expenses of the Admiralty Office, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st 
day ot March, 1902.” 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS  (Ports- 
mouth) said he for the purpose 
of calling attention to the state of the 
fleet in the Mediterranean. He was 
aware that by the rules of the House 
and the limits of the Chairman’s dis- 
cretion he was precluded from referring 
to certain matters germane to the sub- 
ject which he wished to bring before 
the Committee. It seemed to him that 
that was the best occasion upon. which 
he could bring up the matter. It had 
recently become inevitable that a debate 
upon it must take place, and within 
the last few days it was manifest that 
public interest had been aroused _ to 
such a point that some discussion must 
take place in that House. It became a 
question as to how best that could be 
done. He knew there was a feeling in 
some quarters that it could be best done 
by moving the adjournment of the 
House ; but it seemed to him, for several 
reasons, that that was an undesirable 
In the first place, he knew 


rose 


- course. 
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adjournment of the House was apt to 
become rather heated and of an acrimo- 
nious nature ; and, in the second place, 
there was great risk and_ probability 
that a motion of that kind would 
come from some avowed opponent 
ot the Government, and, if so, the 
matter would at once degenerate 
into a question of party conflict. It was 
most desirable that they should avoid 
that. In the third place, such a motion 


might have raised issues which might , 


have been injurious both to the Govern- 
ment and to the country, and although 
it would not be unpleasant to certain 
sections of the House if they were dis- 
agreeable to the Government, it would 
be extremely repugnant to patriotic 
Members of the House that a debate 
should arise which would be injurious to 
the interests of the country. If the 


Committee would allow him one word : 


of personal explanation, he should like to 
point out that he had no motive whatever 
in the direction of stifling discussion. 
He had the honour to represent Ports- 
mouth. He might be an _ extremely 
stupid person, but he was not stupid 
enough to desire to do anything which 
would preclude discussion of a matter of 
that importance, seeing that a great 
number of his constituents were naval 
men, and were not likely to appreciate 
an attempt to protect Government 


from discussion, and that a_ large 
number of his constituents were men 


employed in the dockyard. If he con- 
sulted his own personal interests only, 
it would serve him best to urge the 
Government to continue to increase 
their supply of materials of all kinds in 
the dockyards in such a manner and to 
such an extent that the dockyards would 
be full of employment between now and 
the General Election. He at once re- 
pudiated that he had any desire to stifle 
discussion. What he was doing was to 
bring forward in no hostile spirit an 
inquiry for information and explanation. 
He was asking the representative of the 
Admiralty to make such a statement as 
would, as far as possible, satisfy their 
minds as to recent allegations which had 
been put forward, and to allay as quickly 
as possible and as much as possible the 
idea that there was any cause for the 
agitation or alarm which might be dis- 
turbing the public mind. The other 
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day he had read a paper in the National 
Review as to the state of the fleet in the 
Mediterranean. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth), ona pointof order, asked whether 
the question of the Mediterranean Fleet, 


Navy Estimates. 


so far as ships were concerned, was not 


a question that could be discussed on the 
Shipbuilding Vote. He wanted to know 
exactly where the Committee was. In 
1899, when this question was raised, the 
Chairman had ruled that on the Vote for 
the First Lord of the Admiralty’s salary 
no question could be raised which could 
be dealt with under a particular Vote. 
He wished to ask whether this question, 
which his hon. friend proposed to raise, 
should not be brought up on the Ship- 
building Vote. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: My difficulty is 
that I have not yet heard what the hon. 
Member is going to say. If he is going 
to say that there are not enough ships in 
His Majesty’s Navy, and that the ship- 
building programme ought to be en- 
larged, that would not be in order on 
this Vote; but if the hon. Member is 
going to say that the strength of the 
Mediterranean Fleet is not sufficient at 
the present time, and ought to be re- 
inforced by bringing squadrons from 
other parts of the world, that is a ques- 
tion clearly of policy, and may be dis- 
cussed under this Vote. 


*Mr. REGINALD LUCAS said he could 
assure the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
that it was a question of policy and not a 
question of shipbuilding which he was 
thinking of. His point was this, that 
supposing he had an opportunity of 
raising all the issues raised in that article 
to which he had referred, what would be 
the result? The next morning every 
Chancellory in Europe and every General 
Staff would be in possession of this coun- 
try’s secrets. All that foreign countries 
would have to do would be to get a file 
of The Times, and there would be little 
left to becommunicated tothem. It was 
not necessary to demand of the Govern- 
ment such far-reaching information as a 
full debate like that would naturally 
It was the right and duty of 
every patriotic man to keep a watchful 
eye on public affairs in all parts of the 
world, and he was sure the Secretary to 


‘the Admiralty would not resent the 
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spirit in which he ventured to bring | 
up the question, and he hoped that 
the Committee would have a full | 
statement from the Secretary to| 
the Admiralty which would be satis- | 
factory. The most patriotic man in the | 
world, with the best of intentions, might | 
act on impulse, and he did not think | 
the country would derive any benefit 
from a patriot in a panic. He protested | 
against undue demands on the Govern- 
ment in matters like this. He did not 
protess to speak as a naval expert, and he 
did not know whether he would be in 
order in making a retrospect of our 
position in the Mediterranean. He did 
not wish, however, to get away from the 
point which led him to bring this question 
before the House—namely, the state of 
our fleet in the Mediterranean. He held 
no brief for the Admiralty. It was his 
intention to try and elicit from them 
some statement showing that they were 
carefully watching the interests they all 
had at heart. In this world, in public 
matters as in private, they must trust 
somebody. In this case whom did they 
trust? In the first place, they had a 
distinguished admiral in command of 
the Fleet who enjoyed the thorough 
confidence of the British public. In the 
second place, they had the admiral second 
in command, who was well known and 
popular in this country. He believed he 
was trusted, and he thought he might 
safely say that, knowing him as they did, 
the noble Lord the second in command 
was not likely to carry the principle 
of silence and the repression of the truth 


to any undue extent. Then they 
had the Board of Admiralty, in- 
cluding the Naval Lords. He had 


not yet heard any adverse criticism of 
them. And then they had the Govern- 
ment. They had these four powers 
to fall back upon, and until they learnt 
that these authorities were unable to 
agree, and until they learnt that any 
section of them were dissatisfied, it was 
premature for them to declare that the 
case was bad. The country would take 
care that no admiral who threw up his 
command because of what he regarded 
as an unsatisfactory state of things 
would suffer in his professional 
career or in the public estimation. He | 
desired to speak with the fullest gravity | 
upon the subject, knowing as he, did: 
the serious position, and how seriously | 
Mr, Reginald Lucas. 


{COMMONS} 


| attack had come. 


Navy Estimates. 712 


(it wastakeninthe country. His position 


was that he did not take it for granted 
that the Government had failed, and he 
did not desire to associate himself with 
any attack upon the Government 
until they had some reasonable grounds 
for believing that the time for such an 
If the Government 
neglected any warning, if they were 
wilfully blind to facts, and as a result 
were to put the country in peril which 
might end in disaster, then they would 
rightly earn undying execration, and 
those who supported them would 
remember their conduct with un- 
dying shame. He hesitated to charge 
the Government with such neglect, and 
he asked the Secretary to the Admiralty 
now to give the House such information 
as would convince them that they were 
doing everything that was humanly 
possible to safeguard the interests of the 
country. In anticipation of such a 
statement he would not move his motion, 
which was to reduce thesalary of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty by £100. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that he was 
glad that the hon. Member had not 
moved the reduction of the Vote, because 
it left it open to some hon. Member whose 
heart was more in the matter to do so. 
The hon. Gentleman’s speech had hardly 
justified the motion he had placed on 
the Paper, and the hon. Gentleman had 
evidently seen that himself. The hon. 
Member for Chester, or some other hon 
Member, was likely to make a similar 
motion, and he rose at that moment 
because he would rather speak before any 
motion was made. As had been shown 
by the question of the hon. and gallant 
Member for Yarmouth and the ruling of 
the Chairman, they could not discuss 
anything arising out of the shipbuilding 
or armaments Votes, although every one 
of these subjects was a ground for an 
attack upon the Government. There 
were, however, a few matters which 
grew out of the speech of the hon. Gentle 
man which were deserving of the atten- 
tion of the Committee from the point of 
view of those who, like himself, were 
not the opponents, but rather the sup- 
porters of the Admiralty. The hon 


'Member for Portsmouth had told the 


Committee that a motion for the ad- 
journment of the House, which he 
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took steps to prevent, would not have 
been the best occasion—to use his own 
words—for discussing the peculiar posi- 
tion of the Mediterranean Fleet. But 
if it was necessary to discuss that, it could 
only be done upon some such motion. 
It could not be discussed on any of these 
particular Votes, and therefore the hon. 
Gentleman’s motion burked debate and 
prevented a general discussion. He 
wished to speak with all possible courtesy ; 
but, although the hon. Gentleman said 
that that would not have been the best 
possible occasion for discussing the whole 
question, it would have been the only 
occasion to do so. A very large portion 
of the question could be discussed on the 
Shipbuilding Vote, but the matter as a 
whole could not be discussed on that Vote. 

Then as to giving information to 
foreign Governments, he knew some- 
thing of that matter. He himself had 
been frequently asked, and had acceded 
to requests, in a previous Parliament——he 
was not referring to the present repre- 
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tleman deprecated discussing. The hon. 
Member for Portsmouth alluded to the 
recent agitation, to which he appeared 
to attach some importance. He said it 
had caused doubt in the public mind, and 
that it was necessary that that doubt 
should be removed, although the Govern- 
ment would have difficulty in doing 
that to-day on account of the rules of 
order. Personally, he was a little in- 
clined to take theviewthat that particular 
| agitation was not, perhaps, thoroughly 
well founded, but he was most strongly 
of opinion that there were grounds 
for anxiety in the public mind, as they 
would be able toprove on the shipbuilding 
and some of the other Votes. He there- 
fore did not take the view which many 
hon. Members on his own side took, and 
which he was sure would be expressed in 
the course of the debate, that the agita- 





tion was mischievous, because he believed 
, it would have the effect of directing the 
| public mind to the particular points 
_which were most deserving of the atten- 





sentative of the Admiralty--not to raise | tion of the country; and although a 
certain subjects, but he had always been | specific statement might be fairly satis- 
able to point out to the Admiralty that the | factorily met by a specific answer, yet the 
facts to which he desired to call attention | shipbuilding proposals would be clearer 
were perfectly well known to foreign to the country after that agitation than 
Governments. There was an amusing | before it. The hon. Member opposite 
example of that the other day. A question | invited a statement from the Admiralty 
was put down with notice which arose | to allay the agitation, and in connection 
out of letters and articles which had been with it he alluded to something which 
published about the Mediterranean Fleet. | had reached him with regard to the 
That question was not asked, and he) opinion of the admiral in command of 
had no doubt it was not asked because | the Mediterranean Fleet, and notably of 
it was held to refer to secrets which ought | the opinion of the second in command. 

not to be brought to the knowledge of | *Mr. REGINALD LUCAS said that he 


foreign Powers. A precisely similar ques- | .,i4 nothing at all about the opinion of 


: ; y, ‘ raAa +]- | 3 . 
tion of his, a few years ago, was not asked, | tis: ecldaieel tn oonemandl: 


although he showed the Admiralty that | . A oe 

all the facts were to be found in the| *Sir CHARLES DILKE said it was 
accounts of the Ordnance Factory De-! not material to his point, but he under- 
partment, which were known to every | stood the hon. Member before he re- 
foreign Power, though the House of Com-| ferred to the second in command to 
mons was too apt to forget them. Secrecy | allude to the admiral in command. Of 
could not be observed in such matters. | course they all knew that, although in 
Any hon. Member who was interested | theory a general or an admiral in high 
in shipbuilding and naval construction | command did not express his views, still, 
could, by looking through the Italian| unfortunately perhaps, the rule was 
Annual, or the French Annual, | more honoured in the breach than in the 
or Jane’s book, or Lord Brassey’s | observance. There had been some re- 
Annual, know all the essential facts. | markable cases in connection with the 
France, which was supposed to be aj war in South Africa. It was no secret 
naval rival, and had a magnificent fleet, | that not only the admiral second in 
standing next to that of England, made} command, but all the officers of the 
no such attempt at concealment, and| Mediterranean Fleet, from the admiral 
they had with reference to the French| in command down to the officer of the 
Navy the very facts which the hon. Gen- lowest rank, were distressed at thefpre- 
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sent time with regard to certain points | cussed they did not have a general state- 
which had been raised in the course of | ment. He knew there were reasons for 
the recent agitation. Of that there | not giving the statement, and the whole 
could be no doubt. The Government | evening was spent in discussing a very 
themselves admitted the other day the | interesting motion in reference to the 
shortness of the Mediterranean Fleet in| Royal yacht, which did to some extent 
destroyers, clearly showing that the| concern the stability of ships in the 
admiral in command had reported to| Navy, but still it was a detail, and he 
that effect, and that the Admiralty were | hoped that a similar discussion would not 
trying to meet his views. The hon. | recur on Friday. On the question of the 
Member spoke of the possibility of some | statement on the Shipbuilding Vote, 
of these distinguished officers being led | they were told it was to be made in the 
to take an extreme course, and he asked | House of Lords to-morrow. He did not 
whether there were any grounds for an | know whether that was a fixed engage- 
attack on the Government. The ground | mentor not. Of course the House of Com- 
for attack on the Government, which, | mons, and especially the Committee of 
however, they could not discuss on that | Supply, was jealous of information being 
Vote or on any other Vote, as the hon. | first given in another place. He believed 
and gallant Member for Yarmouth well | it was not in the power of the Govern- 
knew, was the policy of the Government, | ment on the last occasion when the Ship- 
which included large expenditure on | building Vote came on to make the full 
defensive military forces at home. Every | statement that was generally made in 
officer in the Fleet held and freely ex-| reference to construction, so far as new 
pressed the opinion that money was being | facts had arisen since the February or 
sacrificed at home on military expenditure | March discussion. He _ believed the 
which could not be spent in the present | Government were not then ready, but 
state of the public finances except at the | they were ready now, and he could not 
expense of the Fleet. He entirely asso-| but think that it would be better that 
ciated himself with that opinion. It was | that statement should be made in the 
not, however, an Admiralty question. | House of Commons on Friday in the 
It was very difficult for the Admiralty | manner uniformly observed during the 
to make their views prevail in the Cabinet. | tenure of office of the late First Lord of 
Even the late First Lord of the Admiralty, | the Admiralty. 

who was a very strong First Lord, and} py, gSkCRETARY to THE ADMI- 
who expressed in debate his opinion of | RaLTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, 
the Defence Committee of the Cabinet | W.): That is the usual practice, and 
with a freedom which left nothing to be lit will be adhered to in this case. 
desired, did seh always get his own way | The statement will be freshly made in 
in the Cabinet. The real ground for | this House : 

attack on the Government was their} — i 

defensive policy as a whole; but that) *Sir CHARLES DILKE said the hon. 
subject, which was of stupendous im-| Member for Portsmouth did not specify 
portance, and which was perhaps the | the particular points on which he desired 
most important subject on which the the Government to allay his alarm. It 
House of Commons could spend its time, | was, of course, difficult to do so, as 
could not be discussed to-day. On the|a discussion of them would not be 
Shipbuilding Vote on Friday, however,|/in order, and he did not know 
they would be able to discuss a material | whether even a mere catalogue of the 
part of that subject, though not with the | points would be in order. A statement 
fulness and freedom which the House of | had been made by the Government them- 
Commons and the country desired. He | selves with reference to the shortness of 
earnestly hoped that on Friday they the Mediterranean Fleet in destroyers, 
would discuss the general question of} which no doubt the Government were 
shipbuilding, and not spend their time on'| trying to meet. The question of progress 
some particular detail. It was not they with regard to destroyers and cruisers as 
fault of the Government, it was not the | compared with that of other Powers 
fault of anyone, that on the last occasion | would, of course, be in order on Friday 
when the Shipbuilding Vote was dis-| next. Another question which would be in 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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order on Friday was the question of fleet | 
auxiliaries. It had been suggested that | 
the Government should purchase fleet 
auxiliaries ready made, but his own 
opinion was that they would have to be 
built. The fighting capacity of our 
ships as compared with foreign ships in 
ammunition hoists and other matters of 
that kind would also be in order on 
Friday, but many other matters to 
which at least equal importance was 
attached would not be in order, but 
would be in order on the Ordnance 
Vote, such as armour-piercing pro- 
jectiles, black powder, and so forth. 
What was in order to-day was the 
distribution of the Fleet. With refer- 
ence to that, he had no doubt that the 
Admiralty would repeat what had often 
been alleged by Mr. Goschen when 
he was at the Admiralty, that the Medi 
terranean Fleet could not be treate 

by itself, and that the Channel Flee 
should be considered as part of it. Tha 
brought up the question, which coul 

only be effectually discussed on th 

Shipbuilding Vote, as to the adequacy 
of the Navy. They had been told by 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
in a famous speech that they would 
have to add 50 per cent. to the Naval 
Estimates unless they were allied with 
some military Power, but the right hon. 
Gentleman made another speech in 
which he advocated isolation without 
any entangling alliances whatever. That 
pointed to an increase in the standard 
of the Fleet, but that increase was abso- 
lutely impossible as long as the present 
military expenditure on defensive forces | 
at home continued. The two policies 
were inconsistent, and the country 

would be alarmed at the amount of 
taxation and expenditure that would 
be involved ; and they would continue 
to potter on as at present, spending a 
certain amount on the Army and the 
Navy without any general consideration 
of the questions which lay at the root 
of the matter. The Government had 
stated that they were going to increase 
the number of destroyers in the Medi- 
terranean as soon as_ possible. He 
should like the Secretary to the Admiralty 
to state whether it was contemplated 
to increase the force of destroyers in} 
the Mediterranean by withdrawals froml; 
home or other stations, or whether | 
theygproposed an increase in the whole 
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force of destroyers. OntheShipbuilding 
Vote they would be able to show how 
little progress we had made as compared 
with other Powers in the building of 
destroyers. He did not know whether 
the Admiralty were in a position to 
supply the destroyers or cruisers re- 
quired. As regards destroyers, he be- 
lieved it was a matter of building ; as 
regards cruisers, a matter of withdrawals. 
We had not made satisfactory progress 
in this matter ; we had not quite held our 
own in recent years. Mr. (now Lord) 
Goschen, in 1897, made a speech in 
which he drew a most favourable 
picture of our position. He related at 
length the superiority of our own 
ships, class by class, as compared with 
the ships of foreign Powers, and showed 
that, putting the Mediterranean and 
Channel Fleets together, we had a 
fleet at that time which could not be 


rivalled by any Powers—certainly not by 


any possible combination of two Powers. 


He was bound to say, however, that what 


was true in 1897 could no longer be 
alleged in regard to our present posi- 
tion in the Mediterranean. That was 
ground for alarm. He was one of those 
who believed that the question of the 
command of the sea could not be con- 
sidered in relation to one particular sea, 
but must be considered as a whole. 
The country did not realise, as did the 
naval authorities, that the command 
of the sea depended on our entire strength 
rather than on our strength at a par- 
ticular spot. This was largely a question 
to be raised on the Shipbuilding Vote, 
and on Friday they would probably 
have a more useful discussion. The 
real question of policy now before them 
was whether our present standard was 
sufficient, and whether it was possible 
to improve that standard without trench- 
ing upon the vast and, he thought, 
useless expenditure upon defensive mili- 
tary forces. 


Mr. YERBURGH (Chester) said his 
hon. friend the Secretary to the Admiralty 
had formerly stated that nothing was 
ever got out of the Admiralty without 
an agitation. In this case he welcomed 
the agitation as to the position of our 
Mediterranean Fleet, because behind that 
question was the far greater one of the 
relative positions of the Navy and Army 
in the defence of the country. , That 
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was the point now being discussed by | 
the whole country. He had two questions 
on matters of policy which he wished to 
address to the Secretary to the Admiralty. 
The first, which had been alluded to by 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for the Forest of Dean, was as to the 
[srenzn of the Mediterranean Fleet at 
the present moment. He wished to 
know whether, under present circum- 
stances, and considering that we had 
always put before us the possibility of 
having to face a combination of France 
and Russia ; considering, too, that Russia 
at the present time had control of the 
Dardanelles, and had a considerable fleet 
in the Black Sea, numbering, he believed, 
ten battleships; considering, further, 
that France had a large fleet at Toulon, 
numbering, he believed, twelve or four- 
teen battleships, the Admiralty were 
of opinion that our Fleet in the Mediter- 
ranean, numbering some ten battleships, 
one of which was always on the repair- 
ing list, was sufficient to face a possible 
combination of twenty battleships ? 


{COMMONS} 





However efficient, splendidly manned, 
and magnificently officered were our | 
ships—and they never were better | 
officered and manned—he believed they | 


were being asked to do an absolute | 
impossibility. And if in the event of 
war we abandoned the Mediterranean, we 
might save the situation, but we slould | 
lose prestige to a certain extent. Was it 
the intention of the Admiralty to keep 
our Mediterranean Fleet so far inferior | 
to the combined fleets of two other | 
Powers! It was said that the Channel | 
Squadron ought also to be included, | 
but it would take that squadron a/| 
certain time, say three days, to get) 
down to the Mediterranean. Were we | 
prepared to give our adversaries three | 
days’ start ? War was often sudden and | 
accidental ; if not, it was the result of | 
long and steady preparation, and when | 
that was the case the opportunity was | 
generally well chosen. His hon. friend | 
appeared to think that the interest in | 
this question was of recent growth. 
That was not so. A leading article 
appeared in The Times of January 22 
last, from which he would quote the 
following passage :— 

‘For months past we have been insist- 
ing that our war fleets are not adequately 
prepared and equipped for war. The facts 
speak for themselves. For a considerable 
period during the past year the complement of 


Mr. Yerburgh. 
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uisers attached to the Mediterranean Fleet, 
ever adequate at the best of times, was re- 
uced to an inadequacy positively perilous, 
hile the Channel Squadron was fora time 
entirely deprived of cruisers.” 


These facts had thus been in men’s 
minds for a long time, and it was a 
realisation of them that induced him in 
a recent holiday in the Mediterranean 
to pay a visit to the fleet with a view 
to gaining some practical knowledge. 
He wished to ask whether the Mediterra- 
nean Fleet and the Channel Fleet were 
prepared and equipped for war, and if 
not whether it was the policy of the 
Admiralty to keep them in a condition 
of unpreparedness and without proper 
quipment. They knew that in one 
espect the Mediterranean Fleet was 
not properly equipped, they were not 
adequately provided with destroyers. 
He wished to know whether the Mediter- 
anean Fleet at present was equipped 
rith an adequate number of cruisers for 
he discharge of war duties. He was 
told the right proportion was five cruisers 
to three battleships. That might possibly 
be too low a proportion, but still it was 
the proportion, and he would again 
ask whether in the opinion of the Admi- 
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| ralty the Mediterranean Fleet was pro- 


perly equipped with cruisers. The next 
point upon which he desired information 
was whether the Mediterranean Fleet 
was properly equipped with auxiliary 


ships. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) said 
he objected very strongly to their 
trenching upon a discussion which 
could properly arise on another Vote. 
He submitted that the only point they 
would properly discuss with regard to 
the Mediterranean Fleet was whether 
or not the Admiralty were prepared to 
reinforce it by withdrawing ships from 
other stations, and whether the ships 
already there were in a fit condition for 
war. The question of auxiliary ships 
arose on Section 3. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley) asked whether it was 
not in order upon this Vote to deal 
generally with every matter relating 


to the efficiency or inefficiency of the 
| fleet. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: I do not think 
it would be convenient, or in point of 
tact possible, to discuss this Vote in the 
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manner which the hon. Gentleman 
suggests. As soon as you begin to discuss 
the efficiency or the inefficiency of the 


Fleet, you must mention the particulars | 


in which the Fleet is efficient or other- 
wise; and directly you mention the 
particular item you mention an item 
which is specially provided for in a 
particular Vote. With regard to the 
point put by the right hon. Gentleman, 
IT am not myself able to say. 
know whether the Admiralty have these 
auxiliary ships with which they could 
supply the Mediterranean Fleet without 
building or purchasing them. If it is 
necessary to build them, then it must 
come under the Shipbuilding Vote. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis), 
on a point of order, said that the allegation 
of the hon. Gentleman was that the 
Mediterranean Fleet was not adequately | 
supplied with auxiliary ships. Was it no 
possible to discuss on the Shipbuildin 
Vote the past and present want of 
auxiliaries? Would it not. be proper * 
discuss this as an exercise of the discre 
tion of the Admiralty ? 


*THe CHAIRMAN: With regard to 
the Shipbuilding Vote, hon. Members are 
not only entitled to discuss the future, 
but the failures in the past. 


Mr. YERBURGH said the point which | 


he wished to bring to the attention of the 
Committee was that the Mediterranean 
Fleet at the present time was not given 
all the auxiliary vessels necessary to! 
make it an efficient fighting force in time! 
of war. What he desired to know was 
whether it was intended to keep the 
fleet in that condition, or to add such | 
auxiliary vessels to it as were necessary | 
to make it an efficient fighting force. | 

That fleet was, in the opinion of those | 
well qualified to judge, not equipped | 
with the various auxiliaries to make it | 
an efficient fighting unit fit for war. A | 
high authority, Sir H. Hopkins, in the | 
Naval Annual for the present year, laid | 
stress upon this as of paramount im- 
portance. He understood that some 
thing like thirty auxiliary vessels were | 
required to make the fleet effective, and | 
he wished to know whether the Govern- | 
ment intended to make it effective. | 

Another point which he desired to draw | 
attention to was the fact, which no one | 
could get away from, th 
of cruisers could not learn scouting by | 








{3 JuLy 1901} 


I do not | 


Navy Estimates. 722 
instinct, and that they must be systemati- 
eally drilled in order to learn their 
business. That was not his opinion— 
he knew nothing more of the subject 
than what he had read in the works of 
our great naval experts; it was the 
opinion of the great naval experts who 
attended the last naval manceuvres ; 
that was the lesson which they had learnt’ 
The Boer war had taught us the value of 
scouting. He submitted that these were 
points which the Committee had a right 
to have explained. He had put before 
the Committee certain questions, fair 
questions, which the country was anxious 
to have answered. These were questions 
in which the nation was vitally interested, 
and in order that the hon. Gentleman 
might have an opportunity of giving a 
clear answer to them he formally moved 


the reduction of Item A by £100. 


Motion made, andjQuestion proposed, 
*“ That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100, in respect of the Salary of the First 
Lord of the Admiralty. —(Mr. Yer- 
burgh.) 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee) said he was not sorry the Govern- 
ment had taken an unusual course in 
setting down the Vote for this day, because 
it would bring to a head an agitation 
which had continued for some time in 
the country—an agitation which he did 
not hesitate to characterise as mischiev- 
ous, and the real character of which im- 
peratively demanded the consideration of 
the House. The agitation was a news- 
paper agitation. It took some courage 
to protest against the influence of the 
press, but its power, which had been 
growing in the country and the House, 
'ought to be diminished. He was not 
|surprised that the press, which had pre- 
sumed to dictate to a particular party 
'what its policy should be, should not 
hesitate to take command of the 
|Channel Fleet, and to wrest from the 
control of the Admiralty the business 


_which the Admiralty alone was qualified 


to conduct. But the more serious 
character of this journalistic agitation 
was the fact that the press had not 
hesitated to bring into the discussion 
| the names of the highest naval authorities 
concerned in this question. He thought 
| they were entitled in the course of the 
ate to have some statement from the 





representative of the Admiralty on this- 
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point. The other day a letter appeared in 
“the newspapers from Lord Charles Beres- 
ford relating to this very matter. Was 
that letter published with his authority ? 
The hon. Gentleman representing the 
Admiralty said it was not. Yet a week 
or ten days had elapsed since that letter 
was published, and it had not been dis- 
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_avowed by Lord Charles Beresford. He | 
did not hesitate to say that if he autho- | 


rised the publication of that letter he 
committed a breach of discipline which 
deserved the severe censure of the House, 
and proved his unfitness for serious 
responsibility of any kind. But to him 


(Mr. Robertson) it was more alarming | 


that it had been indicated that the line 
taken by Lord Charles Beresford had 
the support of a more important person 
still—namely, Admiral Fisher, Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Mediterranean 
Fleet. For his part he could not believe, 
knowing him as he did, that Sir John 
Fisher would take a line of action so in- 
consistent with his duty. They had 
learned to-day that the avowed origin 
of the agitation was the Navy League. 
The Navy League had done n> good 
‘whatever in the course of its existence. 
It was the Navy League who told them 
that the Board of Admiralty was a legal 
ction; which clearly proved that the 
Navy League did not know what the 
Board of Admiralty was or what a legal 
fiction was. The Navy League acted 
in that spirit, and from time to time 
renewed this agitation. 


Mr. YERBURGH was sorry to inter- 

/ rupt the hon. Gentleman, but he reminded 

/ him that he had quoted from an article 

which appeared in The Times on 22nd 
|. January last. He might look on The 
| Times as leading the agitation. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON  aaid 
he was aware that The Times had 
expressed that view, but the Navy League 
and Mr. Arnold White were the sources 
of the present movement. The Navy 
League in a memorandum published in 
The Times a week ago went into specific 
details he would not quote now, and 
since then an article by Mr. Arnold White 
had appeared in the National Review ; 
and the hon. Member could perhaps 
explain how it was that the memorandum 
of the Navy League was corroborated in 
sO great a manner by the article of Mr. 
Arnold White. It was astounding’that, 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


j 
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|literatim et verbatim, the statements of 
| the Navy League were contained in Mr. 
| Arnold White’s article. Who was the 
|author ? Was it Mr. Arnold White ! He 
| professed to speak on his own responsi- 
| bility, but the Navy League made these 
statements as if they were founded on 
independent information. 


Mr. YERBURGH pointed out that 
| Mr. Arnold White was a member of the 
| executive committee of the Navy League, 
| and therefore any memorandum issued 
| by the League would naturally go before 
him. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : | did 
/not know that Mr. Arnold White was a 
member of the Navy League. But here 
‘comes the most serious point in this 
'matter. Mr. Arnold White has _ been 
| spending some time as the guest of one 
|of the officers of the Mediterranean 
Fleet. He comes back to this country, 
}and a day or two ago this gentleman— 
who appears to be a journalist, judging 
by his style—says— 

“The Fleet has formulated a message to the 
{people of England, which, although wholly 
junworthy of so responsible a duty, I will 
jattempt to convey.” 


and this, forsooth, is said to be a message 
from all the officers of the fleet. All the 
‘officers, from the highest to the lowest, 
are said to be involved in the scandal of 
such a statement. I do not believe it. 
All the officers, from the admiral in 
command down to the junior officer, 
are sending this message to the people 
|of England, not through the Admiralty, 
as they ought to do, but through Mr. 
Arnold White! That sort of introduc- 
tion does not prejudice one in favour 
of the message. I am not going into the 
; message, because I am afraid it raises 
|points which could not properly be dis- 
,cussed on this Vote. But the message 
of the fleet, through Mr. Arnold White, 
‘and the memorandum of the Navy 
League, specify five points, which they 
/Say were ascertained as the result of a 
recent visit made by the Board of Admi- 
ralty to Malta. I think that that part 
of the statement must be ill-founded, 
because one of the things was that Egypt 
was undefended. Another was that 
there is no breakwater at Malta—as 
though the Admiralty did not know 
that beforehand. But the most serious 
thing that the officers of the fleet are 
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represented as saying through this 
gentleman is that there is a deficiency in 


all classes of vessels in the Mediterranean | 


Fleet, from battleships down to torpedo- 
boat destroyers, and that — 


“owing to lack of prevision no adequate pro- | 


vision has been made for the first essentials of 
an efficient fleet, such as gyroscopes.” 


Do the Navy League know what a’ 
gyroscope is ? They ought not to prevent 


people sleeping in their beds at night by 


telling them there are no gyroscopes in | 
mischievous and hollow character of a 


the Mediterranean, unless they first of all 
explain what a gyroscope is. I venture 
to say that the absence of an explanation 


of this and other matters in the memo- | 


randum is accounted for by the fact that 
the Navy League know as little about it 


as do 999 out of every 1,000 of the| 


readers of their memorandum. 

Now let me point out to the Committee 
what all this comes to. There are two 
separate sets of questions involved in 
these attacks. One touches the general 
principles governing the distribution of 
the fleet, and it appears to me, from 
what I have read in the organs of this 
agitation, that the conception on which 
the agitation is founded is this, namely, 
that wherever, in time of peace, there 
is a fragment of the fleet of any other 
Power, you must have in the immediate 
neighbourhood an equivalent, or more 
than an equivalent, portion of the British 
Fleet. I have for many years sat at the 
feet of the hon. and gallant Member for 
Great Yarmouth in matters of this sort, 
and I would ask him, if he speaks in this 
debate, to deal with that point, because 
it appears to me that the fundamental 
assumption upon which the whole of this 
agitation is based is the negation of all 
the ascertained principles of naval 
strategy. It appears to me to ignore 
these two essential things—the unity of 


the British Fleet and the unity of the 


ocean. There is only one fleet ; there is 
only one ocean. The idea of separating the 
navies of the world in time of peace, and 


saying that wherever you may see ships, | 


not of an enemy, but of a friend, you 
must have in close proximity thereto 
ships in equal or greater number ! 

The second of the matters involved in 
these attacks is the question of acces- 
sories, including gyroscopes. I should 
be the last to speak disrespectfully of the 
gyroscope, but on the whole question of 
accessories I confess I do not see how 
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it can profitably be discussed on this 
Vote. The provision of accessories 
belongs to Votes other than that now 
before the Committee. If there is any 
in the Mediterranean Fleet or 
any other portion of the Navy in this 
respect, we are entitled to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty to give the matter 
his full consideration, as I am sure he will. 
I therefore do not see that there is much 
to be gained from this somewhat irregular 
debate, beyond the exposure of the 


great deal of the agitation. 

But there are two general points in-- 
volved about which I should like to say 
a word before I sit down. There is the 
question of administration. The motion 
which has been made to-day, the speeches 
which have been delivered, and the 
articles which have been written out- 
side, do touch a most important question 
relating to the control of this House over 
Departments, especially the Admiralty. 
I am one of those who think that this 
House is gradually losing its proper con- 
trol over Departments. I bitterly and 
deeply regret that, in spite of repeated 
Reports from the Public Accounts Com-- 
mittee raising questions of maladminis- 
tration, nothing beyond the Report of 
the Committee takes place. We are 
denied all opportunity of inquiring 
further into the matter and of fixing the 
responsibility upon those who are really 
guilty. I am all for increasing the con- 
trol of this House over the Departments, 
but I am also of opinion that beyond 
assenting, as it must assent, to the pro- 
posals made by the Department in 
general terms, it can do little more than 
attempt to ascertain whether the pro- 
posals have been carried into effect. Any 
attempt on the part of Members of this 
House to give a line of direction to a body 
such as the Admiralty appears to me to 
be utterly futile. The Admiralty is 
there for the express purpose of deciding, 
with full knowledge, such questions as 
those which are raised to-day. How 
ean any of us accept the responsibility of 
dictating, to those who must consider 
these matters with more information 
than we can provide, the line of conduct 
they ought to pursue ? Above all, on the 
supreme question of the distribution of 
the British Fleet, for us here and now to 
take upon ourselves to dictate the con- 
stitution of any portion of the Fleet 
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appears to me to be an utter absurdity, | 
and, as far as I am concerned, although 
inviting party advantages have been 
suggested as arising out of this debate, 
I decline to look at any party advantages | 
which involve such a complete reversal 
of proper departmental responsibility. 

The other general question is a finan- 
cial one. I agree with what has been | 
said on this point. You cannot go on 
spending money on the Army as you 
are doing if you intend to make such 
demands as are really being made to-day. 
The ultimate, if not the direct, effect of 
this demand would be not merely the 
strengthening of the Mediterranean 
Fleet, but an increase of all the Navy 
Estimates. Apart from Army questions, 
is this a time when any Government can, 
\unless as the result of direct necessity, 
ask us to expend any more even onthe 
Mediterranean Fleet? I am not going 
into that matter now, but I should like 
to take this opportunity of making a 
correction as to our present expenditure. 
On the last occasion when these matters 
were discussed I showed that, taking 
the expenditure as a test of the per- 
formance of our duty, there had been 
a gradual predominance on the part of 
this country as against not only any 
other two Powers, but against three. 
Neglecting the two Powers standard, 
which I for one have never admitted as 
the limit, I showed that we had been 
gradually forging ahead of Germany, 
Russia, or France. I had not the figures 
on that occasion, but I have them now, 
and I find that the combined French, 
German, and Russian estimates for the 
present year amount to just about the 
total of our own naval expenditure, in- | 
cluding the expenditure on naval works. 
Our expenditure, including that on naval 
works, will this year be about 
£22,000,000, while the total expenditure 
of France, Germany, and Russia will be 
about £32,600,000. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Are _ those 
the final figures ? 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Yes ; 
they have no Naval Works Bill I under- 
stand, 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: But are there 
not supplementary Budgets ? 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The | 
figures are given as the Naval Estimates | 
Mr, Edmund Robertson. 
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balance should go to the Army. 


| before the 
| appearance of articles in magazines and 
‘in the daily press. He 
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for 1901, and the Supplementary Budget 


is often smaller than the original. At 


all events, they show a considerable 


Increase on the previous year, which is 


fully met by the increase in our own 
expenditure. I mention that only to 


'enforce my statement that this is not a 


time when any Government can come 
to this House and ask for a further in- 
crease in this enormous expenditure on 
the Navy. If there is a necessity for it 
we must know it. No such necessity 
has yet, in my opinion, been proved, 
and I do not see that the result of this 
debate will be to further the cause of 
those who are merely clamouring for the 
expenditure of more money. As I have 
had somewhat of a feud with the Navy 
League, Mr. Arnold White, and the 
agitators who have been engaged in pro- 
moting this scare, I should like to sit 
down with a word of peace, and that is 
that I do entirely concur with them as to 
thesupremeunwisdom of wasting money— 
or I will not say “ wasting,” but of spend- 
ing money to the amount we are now 
spending on the Army, so long as a single 
want of the Navy remains unsupplied. 
My position in the matter has through- 
out been that we ought to have a fixed 
sum per annum as the limit of our total 
naval and military expenditure ; that we 
should deduct from that sum all that is 
wanted for the Navy, and that only the 
That 
being so, I think I have no alternative, 


‘much as I regret it, but to give the first 
‘vote I have given in this Parliament in 


support of His Majesty’s Government 
on this Vote. 


Sir JOHN COLOMB said that to 


/his mind the procedure of this House 


rendered it impossible to deal with 
the main question which underlay 
the reasons for the reduction which 
had been moved. It was quite obvious 
that the reasons for the subject coming 
House at all was the 


wished to 
humble, but very 
against this House 


enter his 
earnest, 


very 
protest 


| taking to itself the function of dealing 


with the distribution of the naval forces 
of this country, for he thought that 


'was entirely beyond its power and 


capacity. If they analysed the speeches 
which had been delivered, it would be 
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found that the reduction in the Vote 
had been moved because certain news- 
papers, certain magazines, and certain 
gentlemen considered the Mediterranean 
Fleet too weak. Putting aside the diffi- 
culties of procedure his objection had 
been very fully stated by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
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| by that standard. Therefore the issue 
‘now before them was simply the dis- 
tribution of the power which they had 
attained under that standard. Was 
this House going to take upon itself 
the responsibility of regulating the 
distribution of the ships? He distinctly 
protested against any attempt on the 





Forest of Dean, who had laid it down | part of the House of Commons to inter- 


. | . . . . 
very clearly that they could not discuss |fere with so important a question, with 
the relative strength of any particular! which it was utterly incompetent to 


Fleet, and, as the late Civil Lord! deal. He congratulated the hon. Mem- 


of the Admiralty pointed out, the! ber for Chester upon having put the 





question of the relative strength in any 
particular sea was a question of 
the whole naval power of one country 
against the whole naval power of another. 
He could not but view with alarm the 
tendency of imagining that a few weeks 
or a few days with the Mediterranean 


Fleet made anybody competent to deter- | 
mine all the great issues involved in | 


the disposition of the naval forces. 
What did it mean ? 
two things. 


Admiralty and the Naval Lords did not 


know their business and that they had | 
to go to the man in the street to be| 
taught it, or it meant that they had | 
not ships enough. The real question was | 


the relative standard by which they 
were to regulate necessary relative power. 
That was a question, however, which 
they could not raise on this Vote. 
could not raise the question of whether 
the two-Power scale was 
for their requirements. That 


was 


the standard by which they regulated | 
their naval expenditure, and this House | 


and the country had come to the con- 
clusion that if Great Britain had a 
Fleet equal to that of any two foreign 
Powers she would have reached a fair 
margin of safety. That was a doctrine 


against which he had from the very | 
It was a doctrine which | 
was unscientific, unreal, and utterly | 
What they had done was) 
this. They had accepted this standard | 


first protested. 
unsound. 


both in the House and the country, 
and, under those circumstances, the 


real question was that if hon. Members | 
thought that the Fleet was not strong | 
enough, their aim and efforts should be | 


directed against adhering longer to this 


two-Power standard, for, if not, they. 
be satisfied with the | 


would have to 
power that had been given to them 


It meant one of | 
It meant either that the! 


They | 


sufficient | 


case of the papers and the magazines 
|in the way he had done. The hon. 
| Member had stated that Russia had so 
/many ships in the Black Sea, and that 
| Russia had practically the control of 
| the Dardanelles. He had pointed out 
| that France had a large fleet at Toulon, 
numbering between twelve and fourteen 
battleships, and that the British fleet in 
the Mediterranean only numbered some 
ten battleships. The hon. Member adds 
the French and the Russian ships together 
and he asked the House to make a 
certain alteration in the redistribution 
of the ships upon those facts. He had 
also reminded them that, although the 
Channel Fleet was practically part of 
the Mediterranean Fleet, it would take 
the Channel Squadron three days to 
'get to the Mediterranean, and this 





_would give their adversaries three days 
start. He wished to ask the hon. Mem- 
ber for Chester if he had taken into 
consideration the political and other 
difficulties in the way of effecting a com- 
bination between the Russian fleet in 
the Black Sea and the French fleet in 
‘the Mediterranean ? 


Mr. YERBURGH: I have. 


*Srr JOHN COLOMB sua if che 
hon. Member had taken into considera- 
tion those difficulties, all he could say 
was that the hon. Member’s estimate did 
not agree with his own. When he 
made the definite assertion that Russia 
‘controlled the Dardanelles—and if she 
‘did not his whole contention fell to 
pieces—he was assuming more than 
he could possibly prove. This was 
not merely a question of a com- 
bination between France and Russia, 
but it was a question which concerned 
all the Powers which possessed sea ports 
on the Mediterranean. If they took 


renin 
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up the question of the Russian fleet 
passing through the Dardanelles into the 
Greek Archipelago that would involve 
a strategical matter which the House 
of Commons was not competent to 
discuss. Supposing the House of Com- 
mons took upon itself the duty of laying 
down for the Admiralty where the ships 
ought to be placed, and what was to 
be the relative strength of the forces. 
Supposing his hon. friend who had 
raised this debate was able to persuade 
the House that he and his supporters 
were right, and supposing the House 
immediately went to a division and 
decided in favour of the principle that 
the Mediterranean Fleet ought to be 
increased upon the figures given by 
his hon. friend the Member for Chester. 
The Admiralty would then proceed to 
apply that mandate given by the House, 
and they would send more ships to the 
Mediterranean. 
forgotten that the Admiralty must take 
those ships from somewhere else. Unless 
the House first settled the question of 
the standard to be maintained it meant 
that they were going to take ships 
from some other places, and send them 
to the Mediterranean. Supposing that 
his hon. friend convinced the House 
that he was right and the Admiralty were 
wrong, that he knew everything and 
the Admiralty knew nothing, and that 
to carry out his hon. friend’s policy, the 
Admiralty took ships from somewhere 
else ! Suppose, for instance, that to 
accomplish this the Admiralty took some 
ships from the Channel Squadron and 
sent them to the Mediterranean. Of 
course, the papers and the magazines 
would applaud this. But, supposing 
that next day France chose to shift 
some of her warships from the Mediter- 
ranean into the English Channel, 
what would his hon. friend say then ? 
The House would immediately have 
another debate, and they would be 
asked to discuss the weakness of the 
Channel Fleet. It was an impossible, 
extremely pernicious, and dangerous 
thing for the House of Commons to 


{CUMMONS} 


It seemed to be entirely | 
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the Admiralty could do better than they 
were doing at present. But they had 
to consider something more than the 
MediterraneanFleet. They had to consider 
also the question of the standard adopted, 
which he had from his place in the 
House and out of it always repudiated 
s a standard which was not scientific, 
nd which could not be accepted as a 
eal solution of what our naval power 
should be. He entered his protest once 
more against the two-Power standard, 
ahd he also further protested against the 
Government in any way giving infor- 
mation or being influenced by speeches in 
this House upon questions concerning 
| the distribution of His Majesty’s Navy. 
| He cordially endorsed what had been 
| said upon the general question by his 
‘right hon. friend the Member for the 
| Forest of Dean. The whole case came 
_back to this—that the procedure of the 
House of Commons prevented them 
| from discussing the real question which 
/ought to be settled, and which never 
| had been  settled—apportionment of 
expenditure, naval and military. He 
| noticed that hon. Memb:rs cheered 
| when expenditure was proposed upon 
ithe Army auxiliaries, but he believed 
|that if hon. Members had abstained 
|from supporting the Government pro- 
|posals for spending money on _ the 
| Auxiliary forces, they would have done 
/more in the interests of the Mediter- 
| ranean Fleet and the real naval defence 
| of the Empire than by making speeches 
'in this House, or writing sensational 
‘articles about the condition of the fleet 













}in the Mediterranean. 
} 


Hon. Members could not even discuss 
the relative strength of the Mediterranean 


| Fleet and be in order, and they could not 
_ discuss the question of the apportionment 


of our expenditure between the Army 
and the Navy, owing to the procedure of 
‘that House. Until the House realised 
|that this was a complex Empire, and 
‘that no part cf our expenditure 
could be indefinitely exaggerated— 
/until they had laid down. the prin- 
‘ciple that our first business was the 





attempt to deal with strategic problems, _ defence of the sea, and that every- 
because every one of them had been | thing must be in relation to that broad 
fully and thoroughly discussed sub-| fact, we should go on spending year by 
ject to the means which were! year money here and money there, 
at the disposal of the Admiralty, and | without ever reaching a solution of the 
he did not think that in this matter | question at all. This agitation, he was 


Sir John Colomb. 
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afraid, might do more harm than good. | should be an uninterrupted discussion on 
It might mislead the public as to the|a matter that does undoubtedly interest 
attitude of the Admiralty on these ques- | the House and the country. I cannot 
tions. The Admiralty had to administer | disguise from myself the fact that cireum- 
and regulate the force which the House | stances over which I have no control 
gave it. The House asked them to pro-| have so limited the time at the disposal 


Navy Estimates. 





duce a force equal to that of any two) 
Powers. Those who thought the Govern- | 
ment were not doing their duty had only | 
one thing to do, and that was to show | 
that the Admiralty was not producing | 
with the money given what was necessary | 
to the maintenance of that standard. | 
That was the whole problem, and he. 
thought that in that sense the agitation, | 
if it awakened the country, the Govern- | 
ment, and the House to consider its | 
naval position, and reconsider the, 
standard, would have done some good. | 
If, however, the agitation were to! 
encourage the idea that the House was 
competent on a Wednesday afternoon to 
decide questions of naval strategy and | 
determine the relative interests of the 
Empire, this agitation would have done 
a great deal of harm. He hoped the 
(fovernment and the representative of 
the Admiralty would put their foot 
firmly down against the attempt of the 
House of Commons to influence in any 
way the judgment of the Admiralty in 
the strategical distribution of ships. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I know 
there are some other hon. Members who 
wish to address the Committee, but I 
think it would be convenient if I said 
something now, because perhaps it 
would suit the purposes of those who | 
desire to consider these questions if we 
could go on to the other Votes which are 
on the Paper and specifically deal with | 
some of the matters in which I know 
hon. Members are interested, but which, 
by your ruling, Sir, we are now precluded | 
from discussing. It has been said by the 
hon. and gallant Member who has just 
sat down that the whole of this debate is 
to a certain extent illusory, and that it is 
crippled by circumstances over which we | 
have no control. I can honestly say, if | 
that is the case, and to a certain extent | 
it is the case, I regret it. I am) 
quite well aware that there are in| 
this House many hon. Members who | 
take a real and profound interest in| 
naval matters, and there can be no} 
doubt that the country 


of the House that it is not possible, 
without grave interference with public 
business, to make these ideal oppor- 
tunities, which some of us, 1 among the 
number, would desire. But I wish the 
Committee to understand that as far as I 
represent the Admiralty—and I believe 
I represent the view of the Admiralty 
correctly in this matter—they desire 
nothing better, when there is a bona fide 
wish to discuss great matters connected 
with the welfare of the Navy, than that 
a full opportunity should be given to the 
House of Commons for that very legiti- 
mate form of discussion. 

It appears that the discussion is des- 
tined to be distributed, I will not say 
squandered, over a variety of Votes ; 
and [am compelled, as hon. Members who 
have preceded me have been compelled, 
to confine myself strictly to that portion 
of the large sums with which we deal, 
which alone is within the limits of order 
at the present time. I do not underrate 
for one moment the value of expressions 
of outside opinion. I think that there 
are Members of this House who would 
think that I was adopting a pose which 
would not be legitimate if I were to sug- 


_gest that there is not and never can be 


any valuable expression of public opinion 
destined for the guidance of public De- 
partments. I believe there are instances 
where those expressions of opinion have 
had some weight. There are actually 
cases which could be quoted in which 
even. the best of Departments have 
learned something from outside opinion. 
If I were to suggest that that were not so, 
I think I should be occupying a position 
which the Committee would regard as 
untenable and ludicrous. I do not desire 
to attempt to censure or even to deprecate 
the fullest expression either in the press 
or anywhere else of the opinion of our 
countrymen upon this great question 
of the Navy. But when I say that, I must 
add something. In the first place, I think 
it will be obvious that there are subjects 
which, though they may be profitably 


is deeply | dealt with in the way I have suggested, 


interested in the Navy. My view is that | cannot be equally profitably dealt with 
it would have been desirable that there! by those who are charged to express the 
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views of the Board of Admiralty in this | Admiralty. On the contrary, I say they 
House. It is impossible, as my hon. and/are of the highest possible advantage 
gallant friend the Member for Yarmouth | both to the officers commanding our 
pointed out just now, and as was pointed | fleets and those who are charged with the 
out by the late Civil Lord, to discuss | administration of the Admiralty. But 
matters involving grave political and|I should be saying what I know to be 
diplomatic considerations with the same | untrue if I were to say that, to any large 
freedom on the floor of this House as they | extent, new ground was broken, or that 
are discussed in other places and with | information was conveyed to the mem- 
other methods of communication. Al-| bers of the Board of Admiralty of which 
though I am not prepared to deny the | they were quite unaware before. It 
value of this stimulus toa public Depart- | would seem almost superfluous to make 
ment, I think that that stimulus becomes | a statement of that kind, if the contrary 
less valuable when it has been made | suggestion had not already been made 
quite clear that the department to which | in the course of this discussion. Every- 
it is proposed to apply it is fully conscious | thing that has been said by the Vice- 
of the duty which it is required to per-| Admiral Commanding the Fleet in the 
form, and is most anxious to perform it, {Mediterranean has been brought officially 
and that it has by its action given evi- ||to the notice of the Board of Admiralty ; 
dence which cannot be challenged that |jand I can truly say that those represen- 
it is performing its duty to the best of | fations have received the fullest possible 
its ability. | Weight, as they ought to do coming from 
It is my task, if I can achieve it in fwo officers so distinguished and_ so 
this House, to demonstrate that the | éxperienced as those two officers are. 
Board of Admiralty is fully alive to its} But when I come to the further ques- 
duties with regard to the Navy, that it | tion as to whether we in this House 
has given evidence, which no one can | are well advised in taking sides on what 
controvert, of its intention to perform in | are supposed to be the different views 
the future those duties, and of its efficient | which might conceivably be entertained 
performance of them in the past. Ij by any set of officers in His Majesty's 
think, if I can establish that I shall carry Navy, we are on very unsafe ground 
the Committee with me in the view that, |indeed. I believe, on the contrary, 
having shown ourselves efficient in the | it will be found that everything that has 
matters which can be frankly and fairly | been done by the officers and by the ad- 
discussed here, they should give us| mirals in the Mediterranean has been 
credit for showing an equal desire and/|done in accordance with the regular 
an equal capacity in those matters which, | and proper official practice of the Service, 
in my opinion, cannot be satisfactorily |and that those representations are re- 
discussed here. It has been pointed | ceiving the consideration of the Admi- 
out that the members of the Board of | ralty. But we are now asked especially 
Admiralty have recently paid a visit to|to consider the question of the Medi- 
the Mediterranean. It has been sug-|terranean and of the Mediterranean 
gested that new light has been let in by| Fleet. The hon. Member said with truth 
that visit, and that great vistas of infor-/ that you cannot possibly consider the 
mation have been opened out to the} question of the Mediterranean or of the 
members of the Board of Admiralty} Mediterranean Fleet apart from the 
which, up to that date, were entirely | consideration of the whole Fleet and the 
closed to them. I do not think that is a}distribution of the whole Fleet. I am 
correct description of the situation. I| asked to make some statement with re- 
had at a late period the great advantage | gard to the distribution of the Fleet, and 
of following in the footsteps of the mem-|I am challenged as a matter of duty to 
bers of the Board of Admiralty, and of | make that statement to this Committee. 
receiving, I believe, the same help and | Equally as a matter of duty I decline to 
information which was accorded to them. | make that statement. I believe I should 
I do not deny that there is an enormous | be right in doing all that is consistent 
advantage in these direct communications | with my duty and consistent with the 
between officers who are charged with | instructions of the Board of Admiralty 
the responsible duty of commanding our|in informing the House of Commons 
fleets and the members of the Board of'as to what generally is the policy cf 


Mr, Arnold Forster. 
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the Admiralty with regard to the distri- 
bution, not only of the Mediterranean 
Fleet, but of the Fleet generally. But 
if it is supposed that I am to come here 
and, in response to the requests that are 
made to me, give detailed particulars of 
the policy which in the present and the 
future may commend itself to the Board 
of Admiralty with regard to the detailed 
distribution of the ships—that, I think, 
is founded entirely on a misconception. 
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; When you reflect on that, and recollect 
| also that what is left behind is not only 
the force which is destined for the imme- 
| diate defence of our coasts, but also to 
| supply the whole of the material which 
| is required for mobilisation in the event 
of war, you will realise what is the prok- 
| lem placed before the Board of Admiralty. 
| We are bound to keep at home not only 
| the ships necessary for the defence of the 
| Channel, but also the ships necessary as 
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I think, if I ask hon. Members to support | reinforcements for our stations in time 
me in the view which I think it is my|of war; and, what is much more im- 


duty to take, I shall have their almost | 
unanimous support. 

I should like to say, in the first place, 
that whatever may be the wisdom or 
unwisdom of the present distribution of 
the Fleet, one thing is obvious. You 
cannot reinforce one station without 
taking ships from another, and in saying 
that I include the ships in reserve. | 
would commend that observation to the 
attention of hon. Members who are ready 
to urge that large additions should be 
made to a particular section of the Fleet. 
It is the duty of the Board of Admiralty 
to regard, not only the interests of a 
particular station, but the interests of all 
stations, and it is the privilege of the 


portant, we are bound to keep at home 
a sufficient number of men to give the 
necessary nucleus for the mobilised 
ships when the reserves may be called 
out. In addition to that, there is always 
a large reduction in the personnel of the 
navy in the shape of men who are under- 
going instruction in the various courses 
at Portsmouth and Devonport, which it 
would be exceedingly unwise to forego 
except under very great necessity. 

I lay down, then, this proposition that, 
in order to reinforce any other station 
you must take away ships practically 
from the home station. I think it must 
be entirely a matter for the judgment of 
the Admiralty when and to what extent, 





Admiralty to become possessed of the 
information which enables them to form 
a just and adequate opinion of the needs 
of the whole Navy throughout the 
world. If you add to one station you 
must deplete another, and although the 
Mediterranean is important there is 
another station which is even more 
important, and that is the home station 
itself. The home station is the origin 
of all our naval power, and as long as 
there is any doubt whether the home 
station is capable of supplying all the 
demands which may be made upon it, 
it would be idle to suppose that we should 
be prepared to deplete it for any service 
however important. I would remind 
the Committee that, though the number 
of ships is large, it is limited, and that 
of late there have been very special 
demands made on the resources of the 
Admiralty on aceount of disturbances 
which have taken place in various 
quarters of the world. We have at 
present no less than five battleships in 
Chinese waters. We have a considerable 


force’detached in connection with the 
South African operations, and there are 


if it becomes desirable at all to reinforce 
any station, you should deplete the home 
station for that purpose. The statement 
that has been made is of a very general 
character. In the first place, it is said 
shat the distribution of the whole Fleet is 
faulty, inasmuch as it does not assign a 
larger number of battleships, cruisers, 
and destroyers to the Mediterranean 
station. It is alleged, not that the number 
of ships at the disposal of the Admiralty 
is inadequate, but that they are so distri- 
buted as to make the fleet on the Medi- 
terranean station undesirably weak. 
The second matter charged is one I ean- 
not deal with now, though it is im- 
portant and ought to be dealt with. It 
is that the ships which are at present in 
the Mediterranean are not scene | 
equipped to enable them in the event of 
war to be effective. I hope, when the 
opportunity arises, to make a statement 
which I think will be satisfactory to the 
House in regard to that matter. 

Finally, it is alleged that the Admiralty 
are either not aware of, or not awake to, 
the serious nature of the situation which 
exists, and that though they have been 





other ships detached for special purposes. 


warned they are not prepared to take 
2D2 
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steps to remove the danger which is,I say “ policy” deliberately, because 
alleged to exist. On that last point I|I desire the Committee to understand 
have already said something. With most clearly that neither in the matter 
regard to the first point as to the actual of battleships, nor of cruisers, nor of 
fleet in the Mediterranean, I propose to | destroyers, is there any change in the 
say only a few words. It is proposed, avowed policy which the Admiralty 
when and as the number of battleships have been carrying out. A few years 
at home is increased by the addition ago the Mediterranean Fleet was without 
of new ships, to make certain additions to any destroyers at all, but from that 
the battleships on the Mediterranean |date the Admiralty has consistently 
station. That addition will be largely in | followed the policy of adding with such 
the direction of improving the quality of | ability as it could to the squadron of 
the ships. The new ships are necessarily (effective destroyers in the Mediterranean. 
of a better quality, we all anticipate, That is no new policy. It is a policy 
than the old ships, and as those new which found favour when it first became 
ships become available they will be sent | necessary, and which has been followed 
to the Mediterranean to take the place of consistently ever since. The number 
the ships of an older date. It is also in | of destroyers is increasing and there 
contemplation, when the full needs of the will no doubt be at the disposal of the 
Navy at home and throughout the Admiralty, after having satisfied all the 
world are satisfied, to make actual addi- more pressing needs, if more pressing 
tions to the strength of the fleetin the needs there be, available destroyers 
matter of battleships. which can be sent, and which will be 
With regard to the question of cruisers, sent, to the Mediterranean. I hope I 
I think I can be more explicit. There have made clear with regard to the main 
has been, undoubtedly owing to the contention raised in this Committee 
reason to which I have referred, a with- that there is no substantial difference, 
drawal from the Mediterranean Fleet of ynless it be a matter of degree, between 
cruisers which are appropriated to it, the Board of Admiralty and those 
and which ought to be appropriated to it. who allege that it has failed in its duty. 
It is the opinion of the Board of Admiralty | allege, on the contrary, that it has not 
that the standard of cruisers in the Medi- failed in its duty, that it is alive to its 
terranean is not that which is generally duty in all those matters which have 
recognised as requiring to be maintained heen brought up as new discoveries, and 
in respect of so large and important a that it is, as far as lies in its power, 
fleet. It has been suggested that the doing everything which the country 
cruisers might with advantage be re- demands. 
inforced from the vessels already at the [| have been asked some specific ques- 
disposal of the Admiralty. That is not a tions by my hon. friend the Member for 
question which I desire to discuss at, Chester. I have been asked whether 
length. I would only point out that|the Mediterranean Fleet is completely 
cruisers, to be of value, must possess equipped for war. There is no fleet ex- 
certain fighting qualities, and it will] isting in this country or in any other 
probably be in the recollection of the| country which contains in every ship 
Committee that we are on the eve of \of it every invention which the ingenuity 
adding to our available Fleet a number of of man up to the latest date has produced. 
cruisers of a quality very far in advance . The British Fleet is no exception to the 
of that of any existing cruisers in the pyle, but I will say that the British 
matter of their fighting efficiency ; and | Fleet has been equipped more perfectly 
when those ships are added to the effective | and with greater celerity, considering 
list of the Navy it will be, I hope, possible jts numbers, than any other fleet, and 
to make additions to the Mediterranean when we come to discuss this question 
Fleet in the matter of its cruisers, which freely I think I shall be able to reassure 
will add substantially to the strength of \my ‘hon. friend and to prove to this 
that fleet. Committee that everything that can 
With regard to the question of the |}be done is being done, and that the 
destroyers, I have already in answer to a] Mediterranean Fleet, in so far as it can 
question said something with regard to] be equipped with the latest appliances, 
the policy of the Admiralty in that matter. has been equipped, and that on the 
Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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very first day when its complete equip- | 
ment can be achieved it will be achieved. | 


The essence of this accusation is that 
there has been a demand made by ex- 
perts and professionals with regard to 


the equipment of our ships, and that | 


that demand has been neglected or has 
not been met by the Admiralty. That 
isa contention which I must emphatically 
contest. On the contrary, I shall prove 
to demonstration that the very moment 
that a demand has been made for an 
addition to the effective equipment of 
our Fleet, whether it be in the Medi- 
terranean or elsewhere, that demand 
has been attended to by the Board of 
Admiralty, that they have taken the 
necessary steps by referring that demand 
to their expert advisers, whom they 


have requested to inform them of the | 


mechanical means by which that demand 
can be met, and that as soon as the 
expert advisers have informed the 
Admiralty that they have completed 
the plans for the appliances demanded, 
not an hour has been lost by the Board 
of Admiralty in supplying, with the 
greatest rapidity which the manu- 
facturing establishments at our disposal 
will allow, the whole of the articles which 
we have received scientific warrant to 
proceed with. I cannot carry this 
matter further now, but I will under- 
take to say that there has been no 
negligence in supplying all these neces- 
sary and important adjuncts to our 
Fleet, and if there is a need still unfulfilled 
and which is not in the course of ful- 
filment, I shall rely confidently upon 
the House to give the Admiralty the 
means of fulfilling any need which is 
proved to exist. 

My hon. friend also asked me whethe 
the standard of cruisers in the Medi 
terranean Fleet was adequate in th 
opinion of the Admiralty, and whethe 


it was proposed to raise the number of | 


I think [| 


cruisers in the Mediterranean. 
have given him an answer which, though 
it may not commend itself entirely to 
him, will, I hope, be satisfactory to the 
members of the Committee with regard | 
to the intentions of the Admiralty in | 
this respect. | 

My hon. friend also raised a question] | 
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debate but for our rules of order, and to 
give the details which I think he is 
justified in asking for with regard to 
these cruisers. These auxiliary vessels, 
therefore, will be necessary in the time of 
war; but what astonished me was that 
the hon. Gentleman should give the 
Admiralty credit for no prescience in 
the matter. If he had done us the 
favour to look at the Estimates, he would 
have seen that we have taken steps to 
fulfil some of the desires which he enter- 
tains, and that considerable sums of 
money are taken for these purposes. 
When I have the opportunity | think 
I shall be able to point out that we go 
even further than already indicated, 
and that every step has been taken to 
provide for contingencies. I do not 
agree that some thirty or forty auxil- 
iaries ought to be maintained in the 
| Mediterranean in the time of peace. 
That, I think, is a demand which goes 
far beyond the necessities of the situation. 
It would be impossible to maintain the 
ships or to find the docks or the crews 
for them, nor could I recommend to the 
Admiralty the expenditure of the money 
necessary to maintain them. ‘There are 
some works which are better not main- 
tained in peace time, and I say that 
with some diffidence, because I am one 
of those who believe that very little will 
be done in time of war that might have 
been done in time of peace. There are 
some exceptions, however, to that rule, 
and I believe a portion of these auxiliary 
ships will come under this description. 
With regard to the others, I think I shal 

be able to satisfy the Committee tha 

without exception the Admiralty ar 

taking steps to provide for these addi 

tions to the Mediterranean Fleet. W 

have already made some provision in 
the matter, and we hope shortly to pro- 
vide a repairing and depot ship for the 
destroyers. We have made enormous 
advances in the coaling facilities, and we 
have, by an act of generosity which I 
believe the country will duly appreciate, 
been enabled to endow the Mediterranean 
Fleet with a hospital ship. We have 
already also in the Estimates made pro- 


Navy Estimates. 


vision for the equipment of a number 


of additional ships for hospital purposes 





with regard to the auxiliary vessels inj in the event of war. We believe from 
the Mediterranean. There again I'| our experience that even in war time 
regret I am not able to follow what would | there will be no difficulty with the 
have been the natural sequence of this' preparations which we have made in 
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equipping hospital ships in sufficient time. | 
I hope I have succeeded in convincing 
the Committee that the Admiralty is 
alert on all these questions, and does 
not require any stimulus, though it is 
not reluctant to receive that. If I 
believed that these matters were being 
neglected, I should not be here; but 
that is not the case. The hon.’ Member 
for Dundee, the late Civil Lord, has 
spoken of other matters—of the vast 
expenditure upon the other branch 
of our defensive forces. That is a matter 
on which I am neither permitted nor 
competent to enter; it is a matter of 
policy, and must be decided by the House. 
But, so far as my duty of ascertaining 
and presenting to the House the views 
of the Board of Admiralty is concerned, , 
I think I am charged with a sufficient 
answer to the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. YERBURGH asked the hon. | 
Gentleman not to overlook the question 
whether the captains of these cruisers 
were given opportunities of systematic 
and thorough training in their respon- | 
sible duties. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: [am not 
aware that the captains of our cruisers | 
are denied an opportunity of systematic 
and thorough training. On the con- 
trary, I believe that the opportunities are , 
constant ; that they are afforded when 
manoeuvres are going on or not going on. 
It is a mistake to suppose that it is neces- | 
sary to have an entire mobilised force on 
a war footing to enable officers to acquire 
knowledge of their responsibilities. I 
admit that if the number of cruisers | 
were larger exercises could be conducted 
on a larger scale and made more profit- 
able, but I do not admit that there are 
officers, either in the Mediterranean or | 
anywhere else, who are now denied the 
opportunities in the matter referred to. 
In conclusion, I will only say that the 
Admiralty are awake to their duties, 
and I hope I have made it clear that they 
do not require a stimulus, but if the 
House or any Member can point out a 
clear deficiency it shall be supplied, and | 
the Admiralty will rely upon the House 
to give effect to their words in Committee 
of Supply. 

*Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, S$.) | 
said that the hon. Gentleman the late 
Secretary to the Admiralty asserted that 
this was a newspaper agitation, but as | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 
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one who had in the past given the best 
years of his life to journalism he would 
go a step further and say that under 
the circumstances in which we lived 
every great agitation was almost neces- 
sarily a newspaper agitation. He did 
not know how they could get any of 
their ideas carried out into law without 
newspaper agitation. He did not know 
how far his friend Mr. Arnold White 
had been responsible for this newspaper 
agitation, which apparently dated back a 
considerable time; but, so far as that 
gentleman was responsible, he con- 
gratulated him on his share in bring. 
ing about this debate. He had not 
risen, however, with the intention of 
making these semi-personal remarks, 
but to direct attention to one point 
which had not yet been mentioned 
by any Member who had preceded him. 
It was a small point, but one on which 
the alarm which was felt in regard to the 
state of the Mediterranean squadron 
found its genesis. It was this. The 
Empire was defended by two sister 


‘Services, which were officially repre- 


sented by two great Depariments. One 
of these Departments had recently been 
put to a very severe and, perfectly 
naturally, an unexpected strain. That 
Department had fallen lamentably and 
disastrously short of what was expected 
of it. The question which the country 
was concerned with at this moment 
was whether the sister Department 
would fare any better in time of war 


land could better bear a sudden strain. 


The hon. Member for Dundee said 
that the Admiralty was there for the 
express purpose of looking after the 
detence of the Empire. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON said 


he spoke of the distribution of the Fleet, 


and that was a tactical matter. 


*Mr. NORMAN said that that was one 
of the most important points connected 
with the defence of the Empire. The 
Admiralty existed for that express pur- 
pose, but, he asked, did not the War Office 
exist for the express purpose of looking 
after the defence of the Empire, but with 
the result they all knew. There had been 
no adequate plan of campaign in South 
Africa, no maps, no sufficient reserve of 
ammunition, even after stripping the 
country of the Volunteer service ammu- 
nition. They had sent out rifles wrongly 
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sighted, and they had no big mobile guns.’ Sik FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
In fact, from almost every point of view, that he congratulated the Secretary to 
the War Office had been found wanting. | the Admiralty on the most skilful detence 
In regard to the sister service, the views of which he had ever had the honour of 
Lord Charles Beresford were well known. | hearing in this House. He had followed 
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Whether that gallant officer was right very closely the statement made by the 


or wrong, it would be presumptuous for 
him to express an opinion: Whether it 
was right that his letter should have been 
published he would not say ; but, at any 
rate, the noble Lord the second in 
command of the Mediterranean Fleet was 
very well capable of looking after himself 
in that matter. But it was known to at 
least two Gentlemen present in this 
debate that his superior ofticer—he did 
not say shared Lord Charles  Beres- 
ford’s view, but at any rate felt great | 
anxiety in regard to the condition of the | 
Mediterranean Fleet. It had also been 


hon. Gentleman, but he had not been 
convinced that the Admiralty had made 
the necessary preparations for the de- 
fence of our position in the Mediter- 
ranean. He ventured to think that Mr. 
Goschen himself could not have more 
successfully sheltered himself against the 
accusations made in regard to the failures 
of the Admiralty on the plea of the 
necessity for official secrecy. His hon. 
friend had said that he ought not to give 
he details of the distribution of the 
Fleet, but, as had been pointed out by the 
10n. and gallant Member for Yarmouth, 


pointed out by hon. Members who were, that was only a part of the question. 
technically able to deal with the details (fhe real question was whether or not 


of the Navy far beyond his competence 
that we lacked torpedo destroyers and 
cruisers in the Mediterranean Fleet, that 
we lacked armoured shells, that we 
lacked smokeless powder, black powder 
being still used ; and that our Secret 
Service was not what it ought to be. 
These were things they knew in regard 
to our Mediterranean Fleet, and, judging ’ 
by the example of the War Office, that 
was alone sufficient to justify them in 
expressing their anxiety, either on the 
floor of the House or through the 
despised medium of the press, and in 
making their alarm public. The e 
ciency of the Mediterranean squadron 
depended on the efficiency of His Majesty’ 
Government ; and the efficiency of His 
Majesty's Government had become 
gravely suspect by the breakdown of 
the War Office. Therefore he hoped 
some kind of assurance would be given 
by the members of the Government 
responsible for the Navy that we did 
not stand under the shadow of so great 
a possible calamity as had happened in 
connection with the War Office. For 
his part—and he said it with great 
reluctance—he could not say that the , 
speech of the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty—who, he might remark in passing, 
and he hoped the hon. Gentleman would 
not resent the remark, owed perhaps his | 
position, and certainly much of his 
great reputation, to this despised method , 
of newspaper agitation —had entirely , 
dissipated these alarms. 






| time. 


he Navy was strong enough as a whole. 

very admission made by his hon, friend 
s to the possibility of strengthening one 
squadron at the expense of another was 
an admission that the Navy was not 
strong enough in comparison with the 
fleets of foreign Powers. As one who had 
watched the trend of the public mind in 
regard to naval affairs for many years, 
he ventured to say that never since 1888, 
when the Naval Defence Act was passed, 
had there been more general alarm and 
suspicion as to the comparative inade- 
quacy of the Navy than at the present 
It was believed, from the private 
letter of Lord Charles Beresford, and 


from the official reports communicated 


to the Admiralty, that the fleet in the 
Mediterranean was not sufficiently strong 
in many important respects. His hon. 
friend the Secretary to the Admiralty, 
although questioned in the ordinary 
forms of the House, did not, and perhaps 
could not, deny that such reports existed, 
and certainly that day he had not given 
an assurance that the Admiral in 
Command in the Mediterranean had not 
reported that the fleet there was in- 
sufficient ; and as long as his hon. friend 
was silent in regard to that allegation, 
the country and the Committee were 
justified in thinking that such a report. 
was in the archives of the Admiralty. 
This country had made enormous. sacri- 
fices in the past for the purpose of main- 
taining our naval supremacy. Gibraltar, 
Malta, and Egypt were all held at enor- 
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mous sacrifices made in the past, and for 


a definite object—namely, the security of | 


the highway to the East. It would be 
reasonable for the country to lie under 
the belief that at the present time, under 
present circumstances of the develop- 
ment of foreign navies, there existed in 
the mind of the noble Lord, who was once 
a Member of this House, and whose 
outspoken candour was well appreciated, 
an opinion that there existed a deficiency 
as regarded the protective power of our 
jeet in the Mediterranean. It was in 
that sea that the first shock of battle 
would be felt. They had heard that day 
a good deal as to the Channel Fleet, but 
the Channel Fleet would have, in the 
event of war, its own duty to perform. 
It would have the duty of blockading 
the northern ports of Europe, to prevent 
the escape of privateers and cruisers to 
prey upon our commerce. We could not 
spare a single vessel of that fleet for the 
purpose of strengthening the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet. If that were so—and the 
facts were as well known to the adminis- 
trations of the navies of foreign countries 
as to the Admiralty—some further pro- 
vision ought to be made to place the 
Empire in a position of security. The 
only persons who were interested in a 
true comparison between our Fleet and 
those of foreign nations were the citizens 
of this country, and he contended that 
there was no danger in a full and free 
discussion of this question. It would 
educate the public mind, and assist the 
Admiralty in doing what they ought to 
do, so as to make the condition of the 
Fleet as safe as it was possible to be. 

The policy of muddling through had 
been possible with our land forces, but it 
would not serve with our naval defence. 
We could improvise an Imperial Yeo- 
manry, for we had onlyto sit a Britisher on 
a horse and put a rifle in his hand, and 
he would meet the best ; but we could not 
improvise a battleship or trained seamen. 
These must be provided for beforehand. 
It was the duty of the country and of this 
House to see that the Admiralty and the 
Executive Government—without distine- 
tion of party—did their duty for the 
protection of the country. The Leader 
of the House, in a recent brilliant speech, 
condemned what he described as the 
extreme naval school. 


ventured to say that it was impossible for | 
Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


{COMMONS} 


With great re-| 
spect to the right hon. Gentleman, he | 
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the inhabitants of this sea-girt isle to be 
“extreme ” on naval affairs or any ques- 
tion affecting the paramount efficiency 
of the Navy. He feared that there was 
a suspicion already in the public mind 
that we were sacrificing the efficiency of 
the Navy to the chimerical idea of our 
becoming a great military Power. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had told the 
| House that our normal expenditure had 
| greatly increased, and was likely to 
increase still further. He had told the 
House also that our power of bearing 
increased taxation was not greatly ex- 
pansive, and, further, that a period of 
bad trade was coming. Such statements 
by members of the Government created 
an uneasy feeling that the spending of 
thirty millions of money on the Army 
might, perhaps, mean some shrinkage 
(of necessary expenditure on the Navy. 
Yet, what was the Army in comparison 
with the Navy for the defence of the 
country? When we spoke of the Navy 
as the first line of defence, we alto- 
gether fell short of a reasonable descrip- 
tion. We should rather speak of the 
Navy as the only line of deience, because 
if the Navy broke down the Army would 
| be powerless, and the six army corps at 
Colchester, Aldershot, or wherever else 
‘they might be stationed, would be abso- 
‘iutely paralysed. 


_ *Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
‘is now discussing a matter which is 

outside the Vote for the salary of the 
| First Lord of the Admiralty. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
'that perhaps he had gone beyond the 
line laid down by the Chairman, but he 
hoped he would not offend again. He 
_ would invite the Leader of the House to 
consider whether the standard of the com- 
parative power of the British Navy, which 
'was established twelve years ago, was 
now a sufficiently high standard. The 
‘standard was that the Navy of this 
country should be equal to the navies 
| of any two Powers that might be brought 
against it in combination. That was a 
*standard which he ventured to urge had 
now become obsolete. He would remind 
the Committee of the origin of that 
standard. 


*TheE CHAIRMAN: I think that 
matter would be more properly discussed 
on the Shipbuilding Vote. 


Navy Estimates, 
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Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said | sure that they did get at least their full 
he did not wish in the least degree to|share of the supplies that might be 
traverse the ruling of the Chairman, but | allocated when the Cabinet dealt with 
he would respectfully submit that the | the question of defence as a whole. He 
Navy as a whole—the comparative | was glad there had been no suggestion 
number of ships, and everything that | of party or of antagonism to the Govern- 
went to make up naval equipment—was | ment introduced into the debate. That 
surely a matter of general policy which | was the right spirit, and was the spirit 
would come under the purview of the| which should always animate naval 
First Lord of the Admiralty. He would | debates. If the Committee kept to it, the 
submit that, with great respect, as a| country would support them in a demand 
point of order. | that the Navy should be rendered strong 


. England’s safety lay in tl 
*Tue CHAIRMAN: I have ety England’s safety lay in the 


; CY | strength of her Navy, and its weakness 
ruled that any question of general policy 
which can be raised on any other Vote | 


would change the map of Europe. 
cannot be now discussed. Clearly the | 


Navy Estinates. 





Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said the debate 
sufficiency of the Navy comes under the | had been certainly interesting, and had 
Shipbuilding Vote. | also been somewhat unusual. It was 
| initiated by a supporter of His Majesty's 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said | Government, who had previously put 
of course he would bow to the ruling of down a motion in order to prevent 
the Chair. Before sitting down he would | discussion, and it was turned by his 
wish to refer to the question of the|hon. friend the Member for Chester 
auxiliaries. A suggestion was made | into an occasion for making a demand 
that the Mediterranean Fleet was not | for the remedy of what his hon. friend 
sufficiently supplied with auxiliaries, and, | believed to be deficiencies in the 
speaking with some knowledge of the| Mediterranean Fleet. Further, the 
matter, he felt it was only right to say/ most amazing defence of the Government 
that in his opinion the Mediterranean]! came from the hon. Gentleman opposite, 
Fleet was insufficiently provided in that!) the late Civil Lord of the Admiralty, 
respect. As to whether auxiliaries should} who made a most tremendous onslaught 
be built or purchased, he differed alto- | upon the mischievous character of news- 
gether from the suggestion of the pre-| paper agitation and the indiscipline of 
vious speaker. He believed that there | Lord Charles Beresford. The speech of the 
were in the mercantile marine a number | hon. Member in which he defended the 
of vessels which should be purchased | abstract Admiralty was in very marked 
at once as a matter of policy and added | contrast to the speech of the present 
to the Mediterranean Fleet, in obedience | Secretary tothe Admiralty. The present 
to the strong desire of the gallant officers | Secretary to the Admiralty had shown on 
in command of that fleet. The limita-| this occasion the candour and outspoken 
tions of the debate pressed very heavily | frankness with which they had always 
on him and on previous speakers, and he | been accustomed to associate him. What 
would conclude by expressing a wish that | was his answer? The hon. Member for 
the new First Lord of the Admiralty | Chester stated that the Mediterranean 
and the new Secretary to the Admiralty | Fleet was deficient in cruisers, deficient 













might, as he believed was their earnest 
and strong desire, be strengthened by 
the debate, and by the public agitation 
on which it rested. The First Lord of 
the Admiralty was a thoughtful and 
energetic man, and the Secretary to the 
Admiralty was an enthusiastic and well- 
informed statesman. He believed that, 
notwithstanding skilful official denials, 
the Admiralty realised that they should 
have more provision and more assist- 
ance from the national Exchequer for 
the purpose of supporting the Navy. 
He earnestly hoped that they would make ' 





in battleships, and deficient in destroyers 
and auxiliaries. The answer of his hon. 
friend was an admission of the whole 
case, for he told the Committee that it 
was proposed to make an addition to the 
battleships, first of all in point of quality, 
and then in point of quantity ; he added 
that the strength of the cruisers now in 
the Mediterranean was not such as should 
be maintained, and that more cruisers 
were to be sent out ; and he also stated, 
in respect to destroyers, that the standard 
was not what it should be andthat more 
destroyers would be sent out. He had 
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absolutely corroborated his hon. friend 
the Member for Chester in the case he 
made out, and he thought, therefore, they 
might congratulate themselves upon the 
fact that the debate had taken place at all. 


Supoly— 


As to the question of the distribution of | 


the Fleet, no doubt that must rest with 
the Admiralty. No doubt the Admiralty 
would always be prepared to say that 
their distribution of the Fleet was abso- 
lutely perfect, and they were also equally 
prepared to deny any information at all 
as to what that distribution was. 


He wished to touch upon a question 
which still apparently remained open in 
some minds, in spite of the frankness 
of the answer of the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, and that was the present 
inadequacy of the Mediterranean Fleet 
to perform its duties. It should be 
remembered that the allegations made 
did not rest merely on the assertion of his 
hon. friend the Member for Chester. 
They rested on the assertions of the 
admiral second in command of that 
Fleet, contained in a letter, in which he 
stated that he had addressed representa- 
tions tothe Admiralty. Ifthe newspaper 
agitation complained of were vague, un- 
called for, and mischievous, as the late 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty said, the 
answer of the Admiralty would have been 
perfectly simple. They could have placed 
before the Committee a few reassuring 
extracts from the letters of Lord Charles 
Beresford, and probably a few more re- 
assuring extracts from the letters of Sir 
John Fisher, which would have con- 
vinced the Committee that the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet was at the present moment 
as strong as it need be. But that had not 
been done. They had hada frank avowal 
from the Treasury Bench—more frank 
than he had often heard from that Bench, 
and he congratulated the Secretary to 
the Admiralty on having made it—that 


that Fleet did require all those things | 


which had been pointed out during the 
| debate. For his part he was pertectly 
content to let the matter remain there. 
He recognised the difficulty in which the 
Admiralty had been with regard to the 
Mediterranean Fleet. Very considerable 
calls had been made upon them from 
other places, notably China ; and they 
| were forced to deplete the Mediterranean 
Fleet of cruisers, though that would not 
apply to destroyers. 
content to leave the matter in the hands 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 






He was, however, | 
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of the Admiralty, which had so active and 
frank and candid a Secretary as his hon. 
friend, and he did so with especial confi- 
dence in consequence of what had taken 
place in the debate, and with the assur- 
ance that the debate would act as a spur 
to the Admiralty to supply the wants of 
the Mediterranean Fleet. 

There was one consideration in regard 
to that Fleet which he would ask per- 
mission to point out. That was that 
he Mediterranean Fleet was of far greater 
elative importance now, and its duties 
were of far more onerous a character 
now. than in times past. In the first 
place, we had taken the responsibility 
for the occupation and defence of Egypt. 
The British” garrison in Egypt was ex- 
tremely small, so small that it would be 
quite incapable of defending the country 
against a land attack without the co- 
operation of the British Fleet. Inas- 
much as we had to look after Alexandria 
as well as Malta and Gibraltar and the 
whole of the-Mediterranéan, the effect 
was, so to speak, to dilute the Fleet and to 
divide it in fact into two., Up to a short 
time ago it was a principle at the Admi- 
ralty that there should always be a 
squadron of the Fleet east of Cape 
Matapan:; but whether that was so 
or not now he did not know. It was 
manifest, however, that it was neces- 
sary to divide the Fleet in two. 
instead of having it one single Fleet. 
That was one_zeason which made the 
Snahinebeemigts Steck tanee“Taapoeteas 
than ever it. was before. There was 
another reason. They had so alienated 
Turkey—the necessary ally of England, 
as he believed—and alienated her, not as 
a matter of policy, but in consequence. he 
was afraid, of political diseourtesy to- 
wards people in high positions in that 
country, that she was no longer moved 
by the determination and desire to keep 
the Bosphorus and the Dardanelles 
‘closed to any enemies of England. He 
was speaking of what he knew. He 
_ knew the Bosphorus and the Dardanelles. 
‘and they were armed very strongly 
against any Power desiring to enter, 
but they were not armed at all against 
any Power desiring to leave, the Black 
Sea. The effect of that was that in case 
of a war in which England was engaged 
with a Mediterranean Power, the Dardan- 
elles, with or without the consent of 
‘Turkey, would be open to the exit from 
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the Black Sea of that formidable fleet 
which Russia had long been building up 
there. There was another reason why 
the Mediterranean Fleet had become 
more important than it used to be, and 
why it was more necessary that it should 
now be in greater strength than it was 
ever before. Bizerta, on the coast of 
Africa, would in t se of war, he 
believed, weaken rather than strengthen 
the French Fleet by adding to its lines of 
communication. But Bizerta was of very 
great and growing importance as a 
torpedo station, and as a station for 
torpedo boats and destroyers, which gave 
added significance to that part of his 
hon. friend’s case in which he stated 


that it was in destroyers that the Medi- | 
terranean Fleet was at the present. 


moment weakest. If war were unfortu-. 
nately to break out now or ina few weeks 
between England and a Mediterranean 
Power, Bizerta would be doubled ‘in’ 
importance, and in its effective capacity, 
in consequence of the want of destroyers 
and torpedo boats in our Mediterranean 
Fleet. Srain had also been alienated, not 
as a matter of policy, but in consequence 
of imprudent action, and extremely 
imprudent utterances. He was glad 
to believe that he had been in some 
measure the agent for producing a 
better feeling towards England on the 
part of that ancient Power, The right 


hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the | 


Treasury shook his. head. He was 
afraid the right hon. Gentleman did not 
read the Standard newspaper, for if he 
did he would have seen a declaration 
yesterday that Spain had now come to 
the conclusion, after considering certain 
recent debates in the House of Commons, 
that it was her interest to turn from 
all other Powers and to seek friendship 
with England. Consequently he claimed 
to have some share in bringing that about. 
If hon. Members would read the Spanish 
newspapers they perhaps would agree 
with him. 

He thought that the debate had been 
& very improving one. He_ himself 
was extremely pleased to have heard | 
the declaration of the Secretary to the 
Admiralty. He did not think that the 
authors of the agitation were in any 
way open to the tremendously passion- | 
ate and vindictive onslaught made upon | 
them by the hon. Gentleman the late | 
Civil Lord of the Admiralty. His belief 
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was that they had rendered a public 
service. It was absurd to say that you 
must never say anything unpleasant to 
a Government. On the contrary, it 
was the most unpleasant things that 
were most profitable, and it was the 
Government you love that you chasten. 
For his part he congratulated the Govern- 
ment on having in the present Secretary 
to the Admiralty an hor. Gentleman 
who was prepared to consider the ideas 
and. listen to the suggestions addressed 
to him. He thought the debate had 
been very instructive and very profitable, 
and he could not join in the protest 
addressed to those who had initiated it. 


Sir EDWARD REED (Cardiff) said 
he should like to know whether the 
Committee was debarred from discussing 
Vote 12. He asked the question because 
he wished to make some remarks about 
the constructors to the Admiralty. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The motion for 
the reduction of the First Lord’s salary 
must be disposed of first. 


Mr. BOLAND (Kerry, 8.) said he 
desired briefly to refer to what he re- 
garded as the very high handed action of 
the Admiralty at Berehaven. A project 
was on foot of very great importance 
for the construction of a pier at Bere- 
haven, but, if his information were 
correct, the Admiralty were raising objec- 
tions on the ground that it would inter- 
fere with their naval station at Bantry 
Bay. It was a subject not only of local, 
but of national importance. It was 
clear that unless steps were taken to 
improve the service between America and 
Ireland, they would not be able to retain 
the postal service to and from the 
United States very long. Steps were 
being taken to build a fleet of steamers in 
America, which would call at Bere- 
haven, thereby shortening the passage 
to four and a half days. The action of 
the Admiralty in preventing the build- 
ing of the pier, and also the possibility 
of great commercial advantage to the 
south of Ireland, was a matter of such 
importance that he was entitled to bring 
it forward. He merely wished to point 
out that the action of the Admiralty, 
if they persisted in retaining possession 
of one of the most important naval 
stations in the whole: of. the United 
Kingdom for their own purposes, would 
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hamper the new spirit of progress| the Navy was amazing. They had no 
which was so evident in many parts of | means of getting to know, and conse- 
Ireland. | quently the Navy lost the advantage of 
Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork Co., W.); | drawing on a supply of most useful 
said, as the representative of the district | sailors. 
concerned, he joined with his hon. friend} *THe CHAIRMAN: That question 
in protesting against what he considered | will more properly arise on the Vote for 
the monstrous action of the First Lord | the men. 
of the Admiralty in preventing the con-| Mr. HARWOOD said he also wished 
struction of the pier. He was one of the | t) mention the difficulty of entering the 
deputation which waited on the First | yayy to be an officer. 
Lord in order to ascertain what object- | fd ’ : 
tt at oo, | eee CHAIRMAN : 


. 2 That will 
tion the Admiralty had to the construe-| . . h 
: | arise upon the Vote for officers and men. 


tion of the pier, and he was amazed to | a bese 
find that the answer that was given was| Mr. HARWOOD said it was a matter 


that they required the whole of the har- | of the personal intervention of the First 
bour at Berehaven as a naval harbour. | Lord of the Admiralty, and therefore he 
Such a thing would not be tolerated in | ventured to suggest that it would come 
England. The Admiralty had not got| under the Vote for the First Lord’s 
complete possession of any harbour in | salary. A nomination had to be ob- 
Great Britain, but he supposed that it | tained from the First Lord or someone 
was in accordance with the usual policy | connected with him, and if that nomi- 
of the Government to treat the demands | nation were refused the matter was at an 
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also 





of the Irish people with contempt, that | 
such action was taken in Ireland. A | 
company had been formed to construct | 
the pier, and to build in connection with | 
it two lines of railway, one to Bantry | 
and the other to Kenmare, and the ex- | 
penditure in that district, which was a | 
congested district, would be about | 
£700,000. The Admiralty was pursuing 
a dog-in-the-manger policy. They would 
not permit this work to be carried out, 
and they were not prepared to do any- 
thing themselves. He hoped the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty would be able to 
inform the Committee that the matter 
would be further inquired into. He 
could assure the hon. Gentleman that if 
the present objection were not with- 
drawn there would be very strong pro- 
tests from all parts of Ireland, because 
the question was not only a local, but a 
national one. The project had been 
approved by the county councils of Cork 
and Kerry, and the people expected that 
a large sum would be expended in that 
district, and that the Government would 
not prevent others from doing good. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton) said that | 
he desired to call attention to a matter 
of some importance to his constituents. 
He did not think that sufficient was done 
by the Admiralty to popularise the Navy 
in the manufacturing districts of the 
North. The ignorance among the} 
masses of the people as to how to get into | 
Mr. Boland, 








end. 

*THe CHAIRMAN : | think this is part 
of the general system of recruiting officers 
for the Navy, and will arise on the Vote 
for officers and men. - 

Mr. HARWOOD said he would defer 
his remarks. 

Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
said he had listened with very great 
pleasure to the debate, and was very 


| pleased to hear the statement that was 


made by the hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty. He took it that 
the question before the House was: 
“Ts our fleet in the Mediterranean suffi- 
cient?” What were the facts? A 
great many of our battleships there were 
practically obsolete. Take the ‘“ Royal 
Sovereign” class as an example. A 
great many were armed with muzzle- 
loading guns. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) : No. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: Yes, and 
they fire black powder! Unquestion- 
ably the fleet was too weak for the 
work entrusted to it. The hon. Gentle- 
man had never told them how many 
screw colliers there were with the Medi- 
terranean Fleet. If they were at war 
how were they going to coal the fleet ! 
At present they could not coal the vessels 
without running them either to Malta 
or Gibraltar, and the coaling stations 
at both those places were unprotected. 
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Why did not the hon. Gentleman tell) The whole of the traffic at Porstmouth 
them he was going to provide distilling and Plymouth is absolutely regulated 
ships, so that the fleet might have fresh | by and at the discretion of the Admiralty, 
water? Again there was only one/ and no merchant ship is allowed there 
hospital ship attached to that fleet, and except by permission of the Admiralty. 
there should be more. If they wanted Berehaven is a naval harbour, and the 
to maintain their supremacy at sea they | Admiralty is absolutely entitled to regu- 
must have the necessary equipment. Jate or exclude mercantile shipping. 
They would never be able to saieguard This harbour has been used for a long 
their interests in the Mediterranean in time for the service of the Fleet; and it 
war time with their present fleet; it is necessary for the Admiralty to take 
was far too weak, and our cruisers were the ordinary steps. I admit that a 
far too slow. If we were at war with a | strong case has been made out, and it 
first-class Power the whole of the Admi- js essential that the commercial element 
ralty administration would break down ghould be encouraged in this and every 
in the same way as our Army system | other port. We have, however, under- 
had broken down under the strain of | taken to see whether effect can be given 
the South African War. It was no use | to the representations which have been 
the representatives of the Admiralty made, and I can assure hon. Gentlemen 
telling them that they were sate. Their that every allowance will be made which 
safety was only to be found in being can be made consistently with the 
ready, in having a fully-equipped Fleet, service of the fleets. 
fitted with all the appliances that science —_[ will not attempt to follow the re- 
gave them. Everything connected with | marks of the hon. Member for Gateshead, 
the Navy must be efficient ; it ought because I understand that it has been 
to be the finest and first navy in the ruled that the details of the composition 
world. The story told them that day of the Mediterranean Fleet should be 
hy the Secretary to the Admiralty was discussed when we come to the appro- 
a pitiful expression of weakness, and priate Vote. As I have said, I believe, 
he was sorry that the Continental Powers jn spite of the jeremiad of the hon. 
should hear it. He hoped, however, Member, that I can make a statement 
that the Board of Admiralty would rise which will be considered satisfactory 
to the occasion. Let the hon. Gentleman py the House. If I do not do so, | 
come down to the House with an addi- wil] invite the hon. Member to repeat 
tional Estimate to build more battleships his recrimination. 
and torpedo-boats, and thus make the A question has been raised with 
Fleet what it should be—a credit to regard to the Channel Fleet, and I think 
Great Britain. Tought tosay that the view expressed by 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As I have the hon. Member for the Shipley Division 
been questioned in regard to Berehaven of Yorkshire as being the accepted view 
Harbour, I may explain the circum- of all parties is not that entertained 
stances in connection with this matter.’ by the Admiralty. The view has already 
This question was brought before the been expressed by Mr. Goschen in this 
notice of my noble friend the First Lord House that under certain circumstances 
of the Admiralty only a few days ago by the Channel Fleet must be regarded 
a deputation. and the First Lord then as an integral part of the Mediterranean 
stated that he would make all necessary Fleet, and the picture which the hon.| 
inquiries, so as to ascertain whether the, Member drew of the Channel Fleet’ 
objection that the Admiralty had taken | exclusively occupying itself with opera- 
to this project could be removed. My tions at the mouth of the Channel is 
noble friend has not yet been able to not one which is recognised as a true 
come to a conclusion, and clearly it picture by the Board of Admiralty. 
would be premature to make a further So far from that being the case, I think 
statement until he has done so. I hon. Members will be glad to know 
would like to point out that the hon. | that,in order to procure unity of action 
Member for West Cork was incorrect between these two great departments 
in stating that the Admiralty do not of our Fleet, the Mediterranean and 
take full possession of naval harbours Channel fleets, it is the intention of the 
in England. The contrary is the fact. Admiralty to resume a custom which, 
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I believe, is a very good one, and to 
allow these two fleets to manceuvre in 
company under the command of the 
senior officer of the two fleets. 


lutely essential as a preparation for war. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry. 
W.) said that on the west coast of Ireland 
they had good harbours, but unfor- 
tunately they were idle. There was 
one—Berehaven—which could be used 
to the great advantage of the commercial 
development of that part of the country. 
A railway might be constructed and 
£700,000 or more expended very advan- 
tageously, but the Government would 
do nothing. It preferred to claim the 
sole ‘use of the harbour for naval pur- 
poses. Could the hon. Gentleman quote 
any instance where similar action was 
taken in England? He could not, he 
was sure, and he would appeal to the 
Government not to pursue a_ policy 
which prevented the establishment in 
the proximity of these Irish harbours of 
works which would give employment 
to large numbers of persons. 
abandon their dog-in-the-manger policy. 
There was another matter he desired to 
bring forward. People living on the 


western seaboard were much interested, | 


naturally, in the fishing industry; indeed, 


find it difficult to live. They had time 
after time asked that these fisheries 
should be protected against the raids of 
foreign trawlers. True some steps had 


the vessels employed for the purpose were 
not fitted to cope with the energy of these 
trawlers. 


less than that of the steam trawlers which 


they were sent to look after. He had 
repeatedly asked questions on this 
matter. 


Mr. MACARTNEY submitted that 
this question ought to be raised on 
another Vote. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL claimed 
that he was fully entitled on the Admi- 
ralty Vote to discuss this question. Irish- 
men had exactly the same right as Scotch- 
men to have their fisheries protected, and 
in view of the fact that they had to%con- 


Mr. Arnold-Forster, 


{COMMONS} 


I believe. 
this is a very desirable step—it will pro- | 
duce harmony, and it is almost abso- | 


Let them | 
-and too slow for the duty. 


Only two vessels had been | ait iiew cnail. Wun bls colt Wa thal 
told off for the protection of the whole | what they could, but his point hoi va tha 
of the coast there, but their speed was the number of ships was insufficient for 
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‘tribute towards the cost of the Navy 
and supplied so many of its sailors, he 
trusted that the Admiralty would more 
effectually protect their fisheries. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) thought the right hon. Gentleman 
the member for South Antrim, who 
was formerly at the Admiralty, and who 
he regretted was not still there, was in 
error in supposing they were not in 


order in raising the question of the pro- 


tection of the Irish fisheries on that Vote. 
Members representing Irish seaboard 


| constituencies were constantly getting 


complaints that in the matter of pro- 
tection for their fisheries the Lrish people 
did not get fair treatment in proportion 
to the amount they contributed to naval 
expenditure. It was not the fault espe- 
cially of the present Government, suc- 
cessive Administrations had shown equal 
neglect of Irish claims in this respect. 
Several questions had been addressed 
that year to the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty upon the question, and a number 
of cruisers had as a result been put on to 
patrol Irish waters, but it was well known 
that they were insufficient in number 
Meanwhile 
the work of destroying the Irish fisheries 
was proceeding. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : When this 


; : | matter was discussed on a previous occa- 
without the fisheries many of them would 


sion I asked for particulars of any single 
_case of dereliction of duty, and undertook 
| to see that it was not repeated. No com- 


/munication on the subject, however, has 


: . é | been made to me. 
been taken in that direction by the | 


Government in the last vear or two, but | : : ‘ 
: ' no information that would warrant him 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he had 


in alleging any neglect of duty. Pro- 
bably the officers on the ships there did 


the patrolling of the Irish coast. Wex- 
ford fishermen had bitterly complained 
to him of the depredations of foreign 
trawlers, and it was a notorious fact that 
these foreign steam trawlers were con- 
stantly raiding the fishing grounds. He 
appealed to the Admiralty to put on 
more efficient ships, and a greater num- 
ber of them. This appeal should have 
the sympathy of every representative of 
a seaboard constituency and particularly 
when it was remembered that none of 
the expenditure of thirty-two millions 
by the Navy provided any employment 


| 
| 
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in Ireland. He would make an appeal 
to some of the hon. Members opposite— 
who probably hated and detested every- 
thing he himself did—to support this 
reasonable demand he was now making 
on the Admiralty. Then he came to the 
question of Berehaven Harbour. He 
utterly denied that there was any 
exact similarity between the treatment 
meted out to English harbours and that 
of which complaint was being made in 
regard to Berehaven. Surely it would 
be possible so to arrange the mercantile 
trafic as not to interfere with naval 
needs ? It was not necessary that the 
Navy should have the whole of the har- 
hour. Such action would not be tole- 
rated in connection with an English 
harbour. Before he sat down he would 
like to ask if he were at liberty now to 
discuss the treatment of Roman Catholic 
chaplains in the Navy. 

*THeE CHAIRMAN: That cannot be 
done at present. We must first dispose 
of the motion for the reduction of the 
silary of the First Lord. 

*Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.) said that 
for three years he had been protesting 
against the manner in which the Wexford 
fisheries were being raided by steam 
trawlers. For a long time he was told 
that no vessel was available for their pro- 
tection, but now one had been procured 
by the Irish Board of Agriculture for 
the purpose, and it had already made 
several seizures. Unfortunately, the de- 
linquents were only fined £5, and that 
was not sufficient to act as a deterrent. 
He heartily endorsed the appeal for 
iurther protective measures. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) said 
he desired to make an appeal on behalf of 
the North of Scotland fisheries. 

*THeE CHAIRMAN : There is a separate 
Vote for the protection of the fisheries of 
Seotland. 


Mr. WEIR: I rose to ask for another 
cruiser for this purpose. 

*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man would be out of order in doing so 
now. He can do so at the proper time. 


Mr. WEIR thought the proper time 
was upon the Vote for the salary of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, and for that 
reason he believed he was quite in order 
in calling attention to this matter. But 
he had another question to ask, Would 


Supply— 
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the Admiralty place another training 
ship on the coast of the North of Scot- 
land ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER thought it 
would be more convenient to discuss the 
matter under the Vote for Training Ships. 

Mr. YERBURGH said that, as the 
representative of the Admiralty had 
practically admitted the whole case he 
had ventured to put before the Com- 
mittee on the first point to which he 
called attention, and on the second had 
promised to deal with it on another 
occasion, he would withdraw his motion. 

Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 

Original Question again proposed. 

*Stir EDWARD REED said the matters 
on which he proposed to address the 
Committee had not been instigated by 
any newspaper or other publication. 
There was an item in the Estimates of 
£15,600 for the salaries of the Controller 
of the Navy and designing officers, in- 
cluding the Director of Naval Construce- 
tion and his assistants. In a recent 
debate on the designing of His Majesty’s 
ships it was alleged by the representative 
of the Government that the matter was 
sufficiently disposed of by the circum- 
stances that one officer of the Controller's 
Department, Sir William White, had 
taken the whole responsibility upon him- 
self. Many hon. Members were anxious 
to know whether that responsibility was 
a personal or vicarious one, and that 
point was never made clear, and some 
hon. Gentlemen on this side of the House 
who tried to force the matter and give 
some effect to the doctrine of official 
responsibility were none too well con- 
sidered by the Government. But Vice- 
Admiral FitzGerald on 20th June took 
upon himself to write to The Times, 
manifestly in consequence of the debate, 
a letter in which he spoke of the re- 
sponsibility in the matter of the Director 
of Naval Construction as being analogous 
to that of the colonel of a regiment, the 
manager of a business firm, or any other 
chief who, though nominally responsible 
for all that goes on, “ must, and does to a 
large extent, hang by the necks of his 
subordinates.”” But that House, in view 
of the story of the royal yacht, had 
received no satisfaction of any kind, and 
was left in this position: that when a 
great, catastrophe happened—for it was 
nothing else, in view of the discredit 
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brought upon British naval construc- 
tion by an incident of that kind—instead 
of a statement by the Admiralty setting 
forth how the accident happened, who 
was really responsible for the miscalcula- 
tion of the cost, how it came about, what 
steps had been taken to prevent a repeti- 
tion of the occurrence, whether she 


Supply— 


° . | 
would be safe and satisfactory for the | 
King’s service—though questions were | 
asked on all these points, none of them | 


were answered. Anxiety was now felt 


as to other ships of the Navy, and the | 
Admiralty had done nothing to dispel | 


that anxiety. The letter of Vice-Admiral 
FitzGerald in The Times threw a side 
light on the official sense of re- 
sponsibility. No attack was made 
in the debate on Sir W. White's pro- 
fessional character. The strongest re- | 
mark was that of the hon. Member for 
Chester-le-Street, who said that in the 
case of a private firm the responsibility 
would have been traced to some indi- 
vidual, and he would have been dis- 
missed. But Vice-Admiral Fitzgerald 
complained of attacks made in the House | 
on Sir William White, and said they could | 
only be “the outcome of jealousy and 
malevolence, or gross ignorance ” on the 
part of * self-constituted critics,” and he 
likened hon. Members of the House who 
discussed the matter to ‘‘ a pack of snarl- 
ing critics’ at the heels of Sir William 
White, “ striving to blacken his profes- 
sional reputation, whereas to black his 
boots would be a distinguished honour 
for most of them.’ He would attach no 
value to such words. were it not for the 
negligence of the House in performing 
its duty in connection with the Navy of 
the country. The House should take a 
more active concern in the administration | 
of the Navy than it did, and insist upon 
having a committee to deal with Admi- 
ralty expenditure, concerning which 
it might put such questions as it pleased | 
so as to give the House and the country 
some guarantee that we were not liable, 
in the principal ships of the Navy, to 
great errors and catastrophes. Suppose | 
this Vice-Admiral of whom he had | 
spoken hoisted his flag and were sent 
away to a foreign station to conduct | 


{COMMONS} 


| future. 


764 


| I do so handsomely and every one who 
| criticises me does what is wrong, and | 
| shall declare they are not fit to blacken 
|my boots”? This would be throwing 
| over everything like responsibility. He 
| wished to know why the First Lord of 
the Treasury, to whom they looked for 
| the protection of their Parliamentary 
rights, did not give them, in regard to 
the Royal yacht, some information to 
show on whom the responsibility really 
rested. He was very much averse to 
| granting these salaries when they were 
told that no one was responsible in 
matters of this kind, which were most 
damaging to the public credit. He did 


Navy Estimates. 


/not wish to say anything which would 


reflect on Sir William White; and 
because he took great pains the other 
night to go into this matter with perfect 


| fairness and much consideration to Sir 


William White, he felt entitled to defend 
other Members of the House who had 
actually been attacked and traduced 
by a Vice-admiral in the Navy. He 
should look with anxious eyes when 
that gentleman was allowed to hoist 
his flag, because he had shown them 
what his idea of responsibility was and 
how he would exercise the high functions 


of an admiral in charge of His Majesty's 


ships. But his object was to produce 
some effect, if he could, upon the minds 
of the hon. Members of that House as 
to their duties. He was unaware of the 
extent of Sir William White’s respon- 
sibility, but his suspicion was that he 
was about as responsible as any high 
officer who had to trust to his subordi- 
nates. But, this accident having hap- 
pened, it was the duty of the Admiralty 


to explain the nature of the miscalcula- 
tion, to take the House into their con- 


fidence, and to let them know the truth 
of the matter. That would have given 


'the House some opportunity of placing 


their trust in the Admiralty in the 
The course pursued by the 
Admiralty was calculated to cast grave 


‘doubt on the future of His Majesty's 


ships. Nobody in that House knew 
anything about the ships, except their 
general features, and there might be 
grave miscalculations in their design. 


affairs of his country, and, either by his! and nobody in that House was allowed 


own act or that of the officers under | 
him, lost his squadron. Could he turn | 
round when spoken to and say, “I take | 
the whole responsibility upon myself. | 


Sir Edward Reed. 


to know anything about it. He believed 
that hon. Members on both sides would 
like to see the House properly advised 
and responsible for these grave matters, 
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and would like to see some change in| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I have, 


the existing state of things. He would | Sir. 
not move any reduction of the Vote. | It being half-past Five of the clock, 
Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.) said | the Chairman left the Chair to make his 
that in naval matters Irish Members| Report to the House. 
naturally took very little interest. No | 
doubt to Great Britain and the colonies | 
the Navy was a great advantage for | 
the protection of trade, but Ireland | WAYS AND MEANS [2np JULY]. 
had few industries to be protected) Resolution reported. “ Theat an adit: 
and was therefore very little interested. | siues® elnit pe a daily ake Ge 
When they asked for justice at the hands | pene a . 8 peor frvdige.a 15th day of 
of the Government in this matter, | July on avele’ ile’ of eee: ice 
a. a pages rage with a es | made for sie <ctailaieg a continuation 
refusal to listen to their claims. Irelan away Bee rages. & 
paid much more than her proportion ee ae ae sina 
for the upkeep of the Navy, and as that) ys pa ateneeesting " 
was so he sobualbhed that the Navy |POn? is not issued covering the risk, 


: | the continuation clause shall be liable to 
ought to do for Ireland as much as it | 


witha yaa s , ”? 

did for Scotland and Wales in the way | — ves as a soparnte pulley. 
of fisheries protection. Over and over Resolution agreed to. 
again the question had been raised . : 
and wohing had been done, and he PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [Lords]. 
would remind the Committee that the | Considered in Committee-- 
pledge given by the First Lord of the (In the Committee.) 
Treasury in 1899 in regard to this 
matter had never been carried out. He 
thought the Government should make Amendment proposed—- 
some endeavour to carry out the pledges “‘In page 4, line 5, at the end to add the 
they gave to the House. This matter | ¥°rds, *Or unless he provesthat such book has 

pega? been kept for use in, or circulation from, their 
might appear to be a very small one to jjbrary after he has given notice in writing 
hon. Members living in a country | that such legal proceedings have been instituted, 
having large industries, but to Ireland, and that a reasonable time has not elapsed for 
which had noindustriesof anyimportance, * roy aoe given in such proceedings.’ ” 
it was another matter altogether. — Ire- Bp sehasiodiass = 
land had, he thought, been very badly Question proposed, That those words 
treated in this matter, and it was their be there added.’ 
duty to protest in every way. He also| THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
protested against the way in which Epwarp Carson, Dublin University) 
the Catholic sailors of the Fleet were objected to further proceeding. 


treated in the Service. Ireland ex- wpe JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
pected when Roman Catholics entered | ..iq he understood that the Amendment 
the Navy that the Admiralty would | }.q been accepted by the promoters 
see that their religious susceptibilities| .4q under the circumstances he hoped 


were not outraged in the way they that the right hon. Gentleman would 
had been. He regretted that there were jot stop the progress of the Bill. 


— Irishmen — Navy and Army. | Sin EDWARD CARSON said he had 
THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! yo desire to stop the Bill, but certain 
The hon. Gentleman is not in order in| matters had been submitted to the law 
discussing that matter upon this Vote. | officers of the Crown, and certain advice 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: On a shad been given which necessitated this 
point of order. Is it notin order to dis- | matter being postponed for a short time. 


cuss this matter by moving a reduction of | [orp BALCARRES (Lancashire, Chor- 
the salaries of the chaplains of the Fleet 7 Jey), in asking that the Bill be put down 
*Tue CHAIRMAN: Certainly not. If | for Thursday, reminded the right hon. 
the hon. Gentleman has any objection Gentleman the Solicitor General that 
to make with regard to the individual | the Amendments were made by the Lord 
he can do so. ‘ Chancellor. 
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Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Friday. 


Clause 13 :-- 
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taken to further| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (PORT) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Objection being 
proceeding, the Chairman left the Chair 
to make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress; to si 
again to-morrow. 

CONVEYANCE OF CYCLES BILL. 

Order for Second Reading read and 


Bill, as amended, to be considered to- 
morrow. 


discharged. Bill withdrawn. NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER 
iiecsebeukste BILL. 
NEW BILL. Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 


Pie! ___ | visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) “upon the Table. 
Bill to extend the Purchase of Land Bill to be read the third time To- 
(Ireland) Amendment Act, 1889, ordered | MOTTOW. 
to be brought in by Colonel Nolan, Mr.’ soupy westeRN AND ISLE OF WIGHT 


William Redmond, Mr. James O'Kelly, JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Mr. Conor O'Kelly, and Mr. Tully. HANDSWORTH URBAN DISTRICT 
PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) COUNCIL BILL [Lords]. 
(No. 2) BILL. CHESTER CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 


“To extend the Purchase of Land BILL [Lords]. 
(Ireland) Amendment Act, 1889,” pre-| Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
sented accordingly, and read the first | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday 8th July, and to be printed. | COUNTY ‘ 
| { Lords). 


[Bill 249.] 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 
SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). | time upon Monday next, and to be 
Mr. Hatsry reported from the Com-/ printed. [Bill 250.] 
mittee of Selection: That they had dis- en 
charged the following Members from PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE 


the Standing Committee on Trade * : 
(including Agriculture and Fishing), Eighth Report brought up, and read. 


Shipping, and Manufactures :—Mr. © lie upon the Table, and to be printed; 
Griffith-Boseawen and Sir William —— 
Hornby ; and had appointed in substi- LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
tution: Mr. Pierpoint and Mr. Mitchell. ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

Mr. Hatsey further reported from the Reported, with _Amendments [Pro- 
Committee of Selection: That they had | Visional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie 
discharged the following Member from | Upon the Table, and to be printed. 


COUNCILS (BYELAWS) BILL 


the Standing Committee on Law and Bill, as amended, to be considered 
Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure :— | to-morrow. 


Captain Norton ; and had appointed in 
substitution: Mr. Samuel Young. 

Mr. Hatsey further reported trom the 
Committee of Selection: That they) Typ CHANCELLOR or tur EX- 
had discharged the following Members | (if RQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
from the Standing Committee on Law W.) replying to Mr. Channing (North- 
and Courts of Justice, and Legal Proce- amptonshire, E.), said that the first 
dure -—Mr. James Heath and Mr. | Order to-morrow would be the recom- 
Graham ; and had appointed in substi- mittal of the Finance Bill, in order to 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
On the motion for adjournment— 


tution: Mr. Galloway and Mr. Flower. | insert the clause carrying out the resolu- 
teports to lie upon the Table. tion in Ways and Means just reported 


to the House. The second Order would 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION — BILL pe the Loan Bill. 
{Lords}. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report Adjourned at twenty minutes be- 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. fore Six of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Pie germs Hyde, Mossley, and Dukin- 
field Tramways and Electricity Board 
Thursday, 4th July, 1901. | Bill ought to be dispensed with, and the 
— _ Bill allowed to proceed ; read, and agreed 
TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. | to. 
Petition of the Right Honourable John 
Francis Stanley Earl Russell, praying LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 
that the trial of the said case may be RAILWAY BILL. 
postponed in order that he may prepare| Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 
a case in answer to the indictment for | Committee, one to produce documents. 
bigamy, presented, and read: The said | 
Petition considered (according to Order):| SWANAGE GAS AND WATER BILL. 
Counsel called in and heard in support. 
of the said Petition: The Attorney | 
General heard on behalf of the Crown. | 


Reported with Amendments. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, 

House adjourned during pleasure. | ETC.) BILL. 

Reported with Amendments. 

House resumed. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR informed the| WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT (GAS 
Petitioner that upon the production by | TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 
his Lordship of an affidavit stating the; Reported without amendment. 
nature of the evidence which he proposed | 
to adduce at his trial, the House would | PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
be prepared to order the said trial (which | (COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL. 
stands appointed for Thursday the 18th Report from the Select Committee, 
instant) to be put off to Thursday the That the Committee had not proceeded 
6th of August next. with the consideration of the Bill, the 
| Committee having found that the peti- 


EARL OF CAVAN, F eipecp 
mas ‘ , tioners had no locus standi betore them ; 
Petition of Frederic Rudolph Lambart read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 


Earl of Cavan, in the Peerage of Ireland, the Orders made on the 14th and 25th of 
claiming a right to vote at the elections June last discharged, and Bill committed 
of Representative Peers for Ireland; {op to-morrow. 

read, and referred to the Lord Chancellor 
to consider and report thereupon to the 


BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL, 
House. 


Reported from the Select Committee 

TOOK THE OATH. with Amendments. 
The Lord Walsingham took the Oath. 
> BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


skis 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | Report from the Select Committee, 
| That the Committee had not proceeded 


BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. with the consideration of the Bill, the 
F “BILL. ‘ Committee having found that the peti- 


a | tioners had no locus standi before them ; 
BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. | read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
Report from the Committee of Selec- the Orders made on the 14th and 24th 

tion, That the Lord Braye be proposed of June discharged, and Bill committed 

to the House as a member of the Select for to-morrow. 

Committee on the said Bills in the place | 


of the Marquess of Bristol; read, and) pRamwAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
agreed to. (No. 8) BILL [u.1.]. 


si | Reported from the Select Committee 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. —§ with Amendments, and committed to a 


Report from, That the Standing Committee of the Whole House to- 


Orders not complied with in respect of the morrow. 
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SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. | praying to be heard by counsel against 
RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. | the Bills to be heard as desired, as also 
PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH | counsel for the Bills. 
BILL. 
STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND | TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND ELEC- (No. 1) BILL [ut . 


TRICITY BOARD BILL. House in Committee (according to 
Moved, That the Order made on the! Order): The Amendments proposed by 
21st day of March last, ** That no private! the Select Committee made: further 
Bill brought from the House of Commons | Amendments made ; Standing Commit- 
shall be read a second time after Thursday | tee negatived ; the Report of Amend- 
the 27th day of June next,”’ be dispensed! ments to be received to-morrow. 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2¢ ; 
agreed to ; and Bills read 2¢ accordingly. GLASGOW CORPO ATION (POLICE) 
PROVISIONAL O8 DER CONFIRMATION 
RHYL IMPROVEMENT BILL. BILL [u.1.]. 
PAISLEY POLICE AND PUBLIC HEALTH! Read 3 (accor!ng to Order), and 
BILL. passed, and sent t the Commons. 
Committed ; the Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
DORKING GAS BILL. and referred to the Examiners. 
NOTTING HILL ELECTRIC LIGHTING | 
BILL. COLWYN BAY AND COLWYN URBAN 
DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
DERWENT VALLEY WATER BOARD 
BILL. 

PETERSFIELD AND SELSEY GAS BILL. 
RICHMOND GAS BiLL. 
TENDRING HUNDRED WATER BILL. 
CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL Returned from the Commons with the 
[H.L. ]. Amendments agreed to. 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC INVERGARRY AND FORT AUGUSTUS 


Read 3%, and passed. 


MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


POWER BILL. RAILWAY ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL. 

CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER Brought from the Commons ; read 1 ; 
BILL. to be printed; and (pursuant to the 

GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
RAILWAY BILL. land) Act, 1899) deemed to have been 

WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC read 2%, and reported from the Com- 


TRAMWAYS — BILL. 
SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- : 
WAY BILL. LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (PORT) BILL.  [No. 149.) 


: Mh a: Tees ine ees LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
tion, That the following Lords bi _P¥O- | VISiONAL ORDERS (No.4) BILL. [No. 150.] 
posed to the House to form the Select 


Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz. :— 

E. Stamford, 

E. Lauderdale (chairman), 

E. Bradford, | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

E. Eldon, 

V. Hardinge ; 
agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed | 
accordingly. The Committee to meet 

¢ es To. ORM Tintesd Staten (Par 

on Monday next, at Twelve o'clock ; No. 2647. United States (Porto 
and all petitions referred to the Com- Rico) ; 
mittee, with leave to the petitioners | No. 2648. Persia (Resht) ; 


mittee. [No. 148. | 


teport from the Committee of Selec- 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1“; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


TRADE REPORTS. 
. Annual Series : 
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No. 2649. France (Finances for | 
1901) ; 


II. Miscellaneous Series : 
No. 557. Egypt (British Trade 
during 1895-1900) ; 
No. 558. Brazil (Financial and 
Economic Situation) ; 
No. 559. Germany (Vine Culture | 
and Wine Trade, 1898-1900). 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
Minute of the Board of Education, 
dated 3rd July, 1901, establishing regu- 
lations for evening schools and classes. 


Presented [by Command], and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 


Regulations made by the Local Govern- | 
ment Board amending the Regulations | 
applying to the creation, issue, transfer, | 
redemption, and other dealings with | 
any stock created by county councils | 
under the Act. | 
PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 

ACT, 1890. 

Regulations made by the Local Govern- | 
ment Board amending the Regulations 
applying to the creation, issue, transfer, | 
and redemption, and other dealings with 
any stock created by local authorities | 
under the Act. | 

Laid before the House (pursuant to) 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
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EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

*THeE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord Batrour of Bur.eIcH): On the 
motion that the House go into Committee 
on this Bill, I think it would be courteous 
to noble Lords opposite if I say that there 
are one or two Amendments of a purely 
drafting character, of which I will give 
due notice, which it will be necessary to 
insert in the Bill in the Standing Com- 
mittee. 


House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without amend- 
ment ; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 
Second Report from the Select Com- 
mittee considered (according to Order), 
and agreed to. 


OUT-DOOR RELIEF (FRIENDLY 
SOCIETIES) BILL. 


Order of the Day for the Third Reading 


| read. 


THE Earn of NORTHBROOK: I 
have asked the noble Lord in charge of 
this Bill (Lord Monkswell) to be good 
enough to put off the Third Reading till 
Tuesday week. This is a very important 
question, and there has been no time to 
place Amendments on the Paper. 


Lord MONKSWELL: I quite agree 
that this is a Bill of considerable import- 


| ance, and as the noble Lord has appealed 
to me to put off the consideration of it for 
| twelve days I will do so. 


*THe Ear. oF WEMYSS: I am very 


| glad the consideration of this Bill is to be 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION 
(No. 2) BILL [u.1.]. 
Petition in favour of, of the Scottish 
Trade Protection Society; read, and 


ordered to lie on the Table. | 


NEW BILL. | 

pei | 

LAND BANKS (IRELAND) BILL [H-L.}. | 

A Bill to authorise the establishment | 

of land banks in Ireland, was presented | 

by the Earl of Mayo-ttor the Lord Castle- | 

town); read 1¢; and to be printed. | 
(No. 147.) 


adjourned. This is a measure of ex- 


treme importance, tampering as it does 


with the vital question of out-relief, in 
dealing with which Parliament cannot 
be too cautious. 


Third Reading put off to Thursday 
next. 
JUSTICES’ JURISDICTION (LONDON) 
BILL [u.1.]. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes before Five of the 
clock, till to-morrow, half-past. 
Ten of the clock. 


bo 
>) 
to 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. Amendments to— 

Thursday, 4th July, 1901. Prestatyn Water Bill [Lords], 
pee res oe Poulton-le-Fylde Gas Bill [Lords], 
: eye ere without Amendment. 

PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 

aoe ‘““An Act for incorporating and con- 
KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT WATER | ferring powers on the Hendon Tram- 
BILL. | ways Company ; and for other purposes.” 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and | Hendon Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
agreed to. | 








; | HENDON TRAMWAYS BILL {Lords}. 
BIGGLESWADE WATER BOARD BILL. | 
| 


Read the first time; and referred to 


Read the third time, and passed. |the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
LONDON UNITED TRAMWays BILL. | Bills. 
(By Orper.) 


the third time. 


_— 


| 

As amended, considered ; to be read | PETITIONS 
| Sm We 
| 


NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER | AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED 
BILL. | DISTRICT AND BURGH LAND TAX 
Read the third time, and passed. | RELIEF (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
. | Petition from Lanark, against  re- 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | enactment ; to lie upon the Table. 
ORDER (PORT) BILL. | 
As amended, considered ; read the | puRGH SEWERAGE, DRAINAGE, AND 
third time, and passed. | WATER SUPPLY (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


| Petition from Glasgow, against ; to 


{IN TAY. | 
BIRMINGHAM — AYS BILL | lie upon the Tobie. 


TYNESIDE TRAMWAYS AND TRAM- —_ 
ROADS BILL [Lords]. | HABITUAL DRUNKARDS BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 





Petition from Glasgow, for the exten- 
sion of provisions to Scotland ; to lie 
/upon the Table. 

RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 9). | s . 
Mr. HOLanpD reported from the Com-| a rem ag —— mete anae — 


mittee on Group No. 9 of Railway Bills: | hus ‘ ; i 
That, there being no business ready for | ‘ rsgeeee a for legislation ; 
their consideration, they had adjourned | ee ( 


until Monday next, at half-past Eleven | 
ak thes dipsk SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
; CHILDREN BILL. 


Report to lie upon the Table. Petitions in favour, from Glastonbury ; 


CHESTERFIELD IMPROVEMENT BILL| Ventnor ; Stepney ; Colchester ; Blake- 
[Lords]. | down ; and Tunbridge Wells ; to lie on 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report | the Talle. 
. |, 4 | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 





on oe en SA. Two Petitions from Paisley, against ; 
That they have agreed to— to lie upon the Table. F 
Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Bill, 
Newry Port and Harbour Trust Bill, RETURNS. REPORTS. ETC. 
Tees Valley Water Board Bill, 


Llandrindod Wells Urban District 
Council Water Bill, ALLOTMENTS (SCOTLAND). 


Great Eastern Railway Bill, with; Return [presented 3rd July] to be 
Amendments. printed. [No. 251.] 





—_— 
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ECCLESIASTICAL COMMISSION 
(LICENSED HOUSES). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[Address 22nd April ; Lord Hugh Cecil] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 252.] 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888. 


Copy presented, of Regulations made 
by the Local Government Board amend- 
ing the regulations applying to the 
creation, issue, transfer, redemption, 
and other dealings with any Stock 
created by County Councils under the 
Act [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
ACT, 1890. 

Copy presented, of Regulations made 
by the Local Government Board amend- 
ing the regulations applying to the 
creation, issue, transfer, and redemption, 
and other dealings with any Stock 
created by Local Authorities under the 
Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 
1890 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894. 


Copy presented, of Report of Pro- 
ceedings by the Department of Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction for 
Ireland, under the Diseases of Animals 
Acts, for the year 1900 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Nos. 558 and 559 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 








SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CONTRACT 
(ASCENSION AND SIERRA LEONE). 
Copy ordered, “ of Agreement made 

the 22nd day of June, 1901, between His 

Majesty’s Government and the Eastern 

Telegraph Company, Limited, for the 

construction, maintenance, and working 


{4 Jury 1901} 
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which have been built for the British 
Admiralty, stating the date when they 
were ordered and of whom, the dates 
when they were launched, the number 
of official trials to which they were sub- 
jected, and the dates when they were 
accepted by the Admiralty, or, in the 
case of unfinished boats, the expected date 
of delivery ; also the numbers of pre- 
liminary trials of boats of thirty knots or 
over, and particulars of typical cases 
where those trials have been exceptional 
in number and have extended over con- 
siderable periods.”—(Sir Edward Reed.) 





QUESTIONS. 


BOER PRISONERS AT ST. HELENA— 
CASE OF GODEFROY. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
his attention has been called to the fact 
that a young man named Godefroy, son 
of the Rey. Mr. Godefroy, of Pretoria, was 
shot in the camp of Boer prisoners in St. 
Helena by a Britih sentry on the 19th 
February, 1901; will he state what cause 
was alleged by the sentry for shooting 
this prisoner, what was the nature of the 
inquiry held, and what was the result of 
the inquiry. 


*Tu—E SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Bropricx, Surrey, Guild- 
ford): The Governor of St. Helena in- 
forms me that Godefroy was shot in 
camp by a sentry on 9th February. A 
court of inquiry found that at the time 
Godefroy was stoning the sentry, who 
fired in self-defence. 


Mr. DILLON: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman enable me to see the full 
report of that inquiry? My informa- 
tion is of a totally different character. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The reports of such 


of a submarine cable between Sierra inquiries are not usually published. 


Leone and Ascension ; together with a 
Copy of the Treasury Minute thereon 
dated the 23rd day of June, 1901.”— 
(Mr. Austen Chamberlain.) 


TORPEDO BOAT DESTROYERS. 


Return ordered, “ giving the names of 
all the various Torpedo Boat Destroyers 








Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman take into consideration the 
fact that this is not an ordinary court 
of inquiry, but an inquiry into a case 
where a civilian was shot ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I will consider it. 





779 Questions. 
SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY — CLAIM BY 
THE DE BEERS COMPANY. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 


S.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether a claim of 
£300,000 has been preferred by the right 
honourable Cecil Rhodes, De Beers Dia- 
mond Mine Company, at Kimberley, in 


{COMMONS} 


relation to expenses alleged to have been | 
incurred by Mr. Rhodes and by the com- | 


pany for goods supplied and services 
rendered during the siege ; and, if so, what 
answer, if any, has been accorded to this 








780 


formed locally in order to facilitate the 
| distribution of comforts and other gifts 
| sent. 


Questions. 


Mr. DILLON: What is the nature of 
this committee ? Who are they? Who 
constitute them ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot give the 
hon. Member details ; but I have already 
informed the House that Lord Kitchener 
has said that these committees have been 


| formed locally and are now working. 


demand of Mr. Rhodes and of the De | 


Beers Diamond Company. 


*Mr. -BRODRICK: The sum _ of 
£300,000 was stated as the expense in- 
curred, but I understand the amount 
really claimed is £54,641 4s. 9d. The 
accounts are being examined, but no pay- 
ment has yet been sanctioned. 


CONCENTRATION CAMPS — BURGHER 
CAMPS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Secre 
tary of State for War whether, in the 
month of January last, the Militia 
authorities in Johannesburg refused to 
allow to be cashed a draft for £300 which 
had been received by the local committee 
tor the relief of the women and children 
in the prison camp at Johannesburg, and 
the committee were consequently obliged 
to return this draft and another for a 
similar amount to Cape Town, unused 
at a time when the urgent need for relief 
existed, and whether every facility is 
now afforded for committees, irrespective 
of nationality or politics, to convey relief 
in money or goods to women and children 
detained in prison camps in South Africa. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : I am not aware of 
the matters alleged in the first paragraph. 
Every facility is afforded to committees 
to convey relief to the refugee camps 
under the superintendence of the 
Burgher Camps Committee. The facili- 


ties afforded and the assistance rendered | 


have been acknowledged by the Nether- 
lands Benevolent Society. 

Mr. DILLON: What is the Burgher 
Camps Committee ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: It is, 


as I have 


explained more than once, a committee 





JOHANNESBURG REFUGEES. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is aware that the population 
of Johannesburg and its immediate 
neighbourhood is now estimated at 
30,000, whereas before the outbreak of 
hostilities the population of Johannes- 
burg alone was 150,000; and will he 
state what steps, if any, have been taken 
to restore the 120,000 people driven out 
of Johannesburg by the war to their 
work and their homes. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I do not know 
whether the figures given by the hon. 
Member are correct or not, but I am 


/aware that the number of refugees from 


| consideration. 


Johannesburg is very large, and the 
question of their return has received, and 
will continue to receive, most careful 
It is governed by the 


exigencies of the military situation, but 


a certain number have already been 


allowed to return, and every effort is 


being made to accelerate the movement. 


WIVES OF FIGHTING BOERS—PRO- 
POSED DEPORTATION FROM PRETORIA. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he can state why the version of the letter 
addressed by Lord Roberts to General 
Botha as published in the recent Blue- 
book suppresses several passages; and 
can he state whether in this letter Lord 
Roberts proposed to deport Mrs. Kruger, 
Mrs. Botha, and the wives and families 
of the fighting Boers from Pretoria. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, Sir, Lord 


Roberts, under military necessity, did 
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781 Questions. 


contemplate the exercise of his un- 
doubted right to transfer the care and 
maintenance of the families of the enemy 
to their natural protectors. 
doned his intention, as after correspond- 
ence he feared the women and children 
must inevitably suffer greater hardships 
and privations. As regards the first 
part of the hon. Member's question, 
perhaps he will kindly be good enough 
to refer to the title-page of the Blue-book. 
which publishes correspondence as far 
as it affects the destruction of property. 
and there would be no public advantage 
in publishing any further communica- 
tlons. 


Mr. TULLY : Is the right hon. Gentle- 
man aware that these passages appeared 
in a leading Dutch organ, and that they 
have been deliberately suppressed in the 
Blue-book ? 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does the 
right hon. Gentleman recollect that only 
on Tuesday last he denied to me that 
there was any correspondence with 
reference to the deportation---- 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 


question on the Paper has been answered. 


TRANSVAAL GOLD MINES TAXATION 


—SIR DAVID BARBOUR’S REPORT 
*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
3oroughs): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether His 
Majesty's Government will consider the 
advisability of taking any action to 
secure from the Transvaal Gold Mining 
Companiest a larger payment towards 
revenue and war purposes than the 5 per 


cent. additional tax on their profits, | 


yielding £250,000 per annum, in view 
of the recommendation by Sir David 


Barbour to cancel the dynamite mono- | 


poly, which has hitherto yielded £600,000 | 
yearly. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir. 
1 do not think the hon. 
understand the question yet. 
know of any single company, either the 


Transvaal Gold Mining Company or any | 


other, upon which a tax of 5 per cent. 





+ In the Question appearing on the 
Notice Paper the 
used. 


{4 Juty 1901} 


He aban- | 


word *“ Company” was | 
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would produce a sum of £250,000 per 
annum. Although it is the fact that 
the Boer Government did propose to 
impose a tax of 5 per cent. upon profits, 
that tax was not levied ; and, accordingly, 
the 10 per cent. which Sir David Barbour 
recommends would be a tax levied for 
the first time. I have also to point out 
that, though Sir David Barbour made 
recommendations with regard to the 
dynamite monopoly, I have already in- 
formed the hon. Member that His 
Majesty’s Government have not come to 
any conclusion on the subject, and there- 
fore his question is one of pure hypothesis. 
On the whole, I have to say that the 
recommendations made in Sir David 
Barbour’s Report are, as has already been 
stated, under the consideration of His 
Majesty's Government, and I am _ not 
prepared to make any further statement 
at present. 


*Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
did not state that His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment agreed to the general principle laid 
down in the Report ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Yes, Sir. 


LANDS SETTLEMENT REPORT. 


Mr. FULLER (Wiltshire, Westbury) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether, in view of the Re »port 
of the Lands Settlement (South Africa) 
Commission, and in regard to the state- 
ment on thepart of the Commissioners 
to the effect that it is to be feared that 
the expenditure of blood and money 
on the war will be wasted unless strenuous 
efforts be made to establish in the 
country at the close of the war a British 
population large enough to make division 
and disorder “impossible, he will state 
to what extent His Majesty’s Govern- 
| ment propose to adopt the recommenda- 
| tions of the Commission. 


Member does | 
I do not | 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am not 
|in a position to make such a statement 
for the reason given in my reply to a ques- 
tion by the hon. Member for the Rush- 
cliffe Division of Nottingham on Thurs- 
day last.t 





\ + See page 64. 

















783 Questions. 
LADYSMITH, KIMBERLEY, AND 
MAFEKING SIEGES. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
War if any Return can be prepared 
which will show the rate of mortality 
that prevailed among the women and 
children imprisoned by the Boers at 
Ladysmith, Kimberley, and Mafeking 


{COMMONS} 
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and civil hospitals suffering from diseases 
which required a milk diet. It was 
impossible, therefore, to provide any 
supply for those in health, either women 
or children. The civil population of 
Kimberley numbered over 40,000. The 
deaths during the siege were 1,694. 
At Mafeking the white civil population 





numbered about 700. In seven months 


during their invasion of Natal and| there were 36 deaths among them, or 


Cape Colony, more especially in reference | about 5 per cent. 


of the high death 


Of the native popula- 


rate from enteric} tion we have not precise information as 


caused by dead horses and other putre-|to deaths or sickness; nine women, 
scent matter having been thrown into the | however, are reported as having been 


river above Ladysmith ; 


whether any | killed by the Boers and two wounded in 


Return can be prepared of the dietary|an attempt to leave the town on the 


of the women and children whilst im- 
prisoned by the Boers, and whether 
the Boer commanders ever took any 
steps to ascertain if the children they 
had imprisoned were provided with 
a proper adequate daily supply of milk, 
or as to the adequacy of the dietary in 
general of the women ; and will he order 
that the Returns, if granted, shall specify 
in each case whether the women and 
children in question were prisoners or 
at liberty to leave. 


Mr. BRODRICK: As regards Lady- 
smith, the civil population numbered 
about 8,000. They were not permitted 
by the Boer general to leave the town 
or the neutral camp at Intombi after the 
commencement of the siege. Our Re- 
turns do not give the numbers of sick 
or of deaths among the civil population. 
The proportion, however, of sickness 
among the troops, due to a considerable 
extent to causes similar to those which 
affected the civil population, was very 
heavy, and our Returns show that at 
one time it equalled about one-fifth of the 
available strength. Considerable suffer- 
ing was occasioned among the civilians 
by the cutting of the water main, leaving 
as the only source of supply the Klip 
River, which was exceedingly foul from 
the causes mentioned by the hon. Mem- 
ber. The women and children were 
given the following rations during the 
For adults : Preserved meat $ lb., 
or fresh meat, either beef or horse flesh, 
‘lb. ; biscuit $ tb., or 1 lb. bread, subse- 
quently reduced when siege was pro- 
longed. Children were given half rates. 
The milk supply was quite inadequate 
and was not even sufficient for those 
who were under treatment in the military 


“4 TP 
siege. 


15th April, 1900. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): In 
how many cases were the houses of 
these women and children burnt down 
by the Boers ? 


ARMY MEDICAL SERVICE—COMMITTEE. 
OF EXPERTS. 

*Srr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Committee of Experts to consider the 
future organisation of the Army Medical 


arrangements to be made in time of peace 
for utilising in time of war the services 
of civil surgeons and trained civilian 
nurses in connection with the Army 
Medical Service ; and will he state what 
will be the reference to the Committee. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The 
will be invited to consider the general 
medical requirements of the Army. 
The Committee is a consultative Com- 
mittee, and I do not propose to publish 
the terms of reference. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON § (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for War whether the Com- 
mittee on the Army Medical Department 
will take evidence, and whether it will be 
allowed to suggest alternative schemes 
to that proposed by the chairman ; and 
whether its proceedings will be public. 


Mr. BRODRICK: No, Sir. So far 


as at present arranged the Committee 
will not take evidence, and its proceed- 
It will, of course, 


ings will be private. 








| Service will take into consideration the 


Committee: 
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be open to any member of the Com- | NAVAL ORGANISATION. 

mittee to submit alternative proposals. | Tue MASTER or ELIBANK (Mid- 
‘lothian) : I beg to ask the Civil Lord of 
THIRD GORDON HIGHLANDERS— the Admiralty whether the Government 
DISEMBODIMENT. will consider the advisability of appoint- 
Dr. FARQUHARSON : I beg to ask ing either a Departmental Committee 
the Sceretary of State for War whether | * Committee similar to the one which. 
he can state the intentions of the Govern- 
ment with reference to the disembodi- 
ment of the 3rd Battalion Gordon High- | 

landers, now serving at Aldershot. 





inquired into the reorganisation of the 
| War Office, both to satisfy the country 
that the Department is in a position to- 
stand the strain of prolonged naval 
| operations, and, if necessity be shown, 


Mr. BRODRICK : Orders for the dis-, t® Prepare a scheme for placing that 
embodiment of this battalion have already | Department in a fit and proper con- 
been issued. The disembodiment will | dition to undertake the supervision of a 
take place on the 6th instant. possible naval war against one or more 


| European Powers. 


RUNNYMEDE RIFLE RANGE. ze acai: 
rye sae 7 ie : | Tue SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
Sik F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle-| RALTY (Mr. ARNoxp-Forster, Belfast, 
sex, Uxbridge) : I beg to ask the Secre- W.) : No reason is seen for an inquiry of 
tary of State for War if his attention has the nature mentioned by the hon. 
been called to the fact that the Runny- | Member, and it is not proposed to ap- 


mede rifle range, near Staines, has been point a C 
; : ’ ommittee for such a purpose. 
offered for sale to the War Office, and that P itd 


the offer has been refused ; and, seeing | 





INDIAN ARMY—LEAVE ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 


that this range is likely to be sold for 
other purposes and to cease to be avail- 
able any longer for shooting, whether | ; sae é 
he will take the matter into reconsidera- | beg to ask the Secretary of State tor 
tion with the view of still securing this | India whether he will take into considera- 


ground as a rifle range. ition the proposal that much greater 
: facilities at reduced charges should be 
Mr. BRODRICK: The purchase of | given to officers and selected men in the 
the Runnymede range was refused, as Army, as a reward, to enable them to 
it is not required for use by Regular | come to England for three months leave 
troops or Militia. | at intervals during their career in India ; 
| whether this could be arranged by afford- 
ATTESTATION OF RECRUITS—AGE | ing them facilities on vessels returning 
REGULATIONS. or on specially chartered vessels; and 
Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE (Bristol, | whether, with the view of improving by 
E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State such an arrangement the health and. 
for War whether any punishment can | consequent efficiency of the army in 
be inflicted upon a recruit who on attes- India and increasing its popularity, he 
tation gives a wrong answer as to age; will cause an experiment to be made to- 
and, if no punishment can be legally in- | carry out this proposal. 
flicted in such a case, whether he will | 
take steps to provide adequate ames THe SECRETARY or STATE For: 
ment. INDIA seen G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 


A | Ealing): I should be glad if the facilities. 
Mr. BRODRICK: I must refer the | for taking leave could be increased with 
hon. Member to the answer given on 2nd 


due regard to the requirements of the 
April to the hon. Member for the North 


Dj § Aberd ‘lar | | service and without imposing any undue 
ivision of Aberdeen, in reply toasimilar | charge on Indian revenues. But the 


es 2 
question.f For the reasons given in that | question which the hon. member has 


reply, effective results from any legisla- | raised is a large one, and could only be 
| considered in consultation not only with 

+ See Debates (Fourth Series], Vol. xcii., | the Government of India, but also with 
page 474. 


tion on this point could not be expected. 


xcii., | 





the War Office, as it is closely connected. 
| 











787 
with the grant of leave to soldiers serving 
abroad in other parts of the Empire. I 
will not lose sight of the question, 


Questions. 


CHINA—RUSSIA AND MANCHURIA. 

Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can give the | 
House any further information as to the 
position at present held or claimed by | 
Russia in Manchuria. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS | 
‘(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): I 


can add nothing to the statement I made | 


on the 6th May on this subject.7 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSE: Is the 


noble Lord aware 
has been laid in the French Chamber 


{COMMONS} 





| WELSH 


| 
| for Foreign 


that a Yellow-book | 


giving information to 1&th June on this | 


and other Chinese questions ? 

[No answer was returned. ] 

SIR CLAUDE 
IN AMERICAN LINER. 

Mr. NORMAN (Wolverhampton, 8.) : 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 


for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 
that Sir Claude MacDonald, His Majesty’s 
Minister in Japan, has travelled to this 
country via the United States, 
North German Lloyd steamship across 
the Atlante ; whether Sir Claude Mac- 
Donald’s expenses upon this journey 
will be paid by the Foreign Office from 


public funds ; if he will give instructions | 


that official journeys from Japan shall in 


future be by the fast Empress Line of | 


British steamships across the Pacific, by 
the Canadian Pacific Railway 
Canada, and by a British steamship 
across the Atlantic ; and if he will cause 


instructions to be issued by the Foreign | 


Office that all official journeys outwards 
and homewards shall, when equal facili- 


ties are available, be made upon British | 


vessels. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: 


funds. In such cases as this the con- | 





+See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 
page 748. 


xeiii., 


MacDONALD—JOURNEY | 


and by) 


across | 


Sir Claude | 
\ aeDonald’s travelling expenses on this | 
oceasion will be defrayed from public | 
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venience of British officials concerned is 
the principal consideration, and the 
route chosen by Sir Claude MacDonald 
was the quickest available. It is not 
proposed to issue any instructions on 
the subject. 


COLONY IN PATAGONIA. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr Tydvil): 


| I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


Affairs if the commander of 


H.M.S. * Basilisk ” has been asked to 
“investiga te into the treatment of the 
Welsh colonists in Patagonia by the 


Government of the Argentine Republic, 
and, if his report is in agreement with 
‘that of the chaplain of H.M.S. * Flora,” 
what action His Majesty's Government 
propose to take. 


*ViscounT CRANBORNE: The com- 
mander of His Majesty's ship * Basilisk ” 
was not instructed to make any special 
investigation into the position ot the 
| Welsh colonists in Patagonia, but visited 
'the settlement in pursuance of standing 
orders that the senior naval officer on 
ithe South-east coast of America shall 
arrange for periodical visits to the dis- 
trict. The reports of Commander 
Dodgson and of the chaplain of His 
| Majesty's ship “ Flora ” agree in stating 
that some of the colonists are anxious to 
leave, and if possible to settle in a British 
colony. The Foreign Office and Colonial 
Office are considering whether action 
ean be taken in furtherance of this wish. 


HIS MAJESTY’S STYLE AND TITLE. 

Mr. RANDLES (Cumberland, Cocker- 
mouth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether, in view 
of the development of interest in the 
colonies of the Empire in Imperial affairs, 
he will inquire into and consider, with 
special reference to the colonies, the 
| desirability of representing to His Majesty 
and His Majesty's Government the ad- 
vantage to the British Empire of His 
| Majesty’s style and title being so expres -ssed 
|as to more clearly recognise Royal and 
‘Imperial Sovereignty over the entire 
British Empire. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : I have been 
|in communication with the colonies, and 


|I hope that Papers on the subject will 
shortly be laid, and a Bill introduced. 
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789 
ASHANTI—DEPORTATION OF CHIEFS:-; 


Questions. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower | 
Hamlets, Poplar) : I beg to ask the Secre- | 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he | 
has assented to an ordinance of the Gold | 
Coast Colony which provides for the | 
deportation and imprisonment of forty- | 
six persons—kings, queens, chiefs and 
others—of Ashanti ; and whether he will 
lay upon the Table Papers relating to the | 
matter, showing the reasons for the 
ordinance and the specific charges made | 
against each of the persons who are to be | 


deported. 


Mr. J, CHAMBERLAIN : The Papers 
asked for will be included in Papers which 
I hope to lay very shortly. 


INCOME TAX ON DIVIDENDS. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I beg | 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he is aware that the income tax | 
on dividends for the half-year ending on 
30th June last has been deducted some- | 
times at 1s. 1d. and sometimes at 1s. 2d. 
inthe pound, and whether he will state 
what is the proper rate for the tax to be 
deducted for the half-year in question. 


/in some other way. 


Tae CHANCELLOR or THE EX- | 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks BEacu, Bristol, 
W.): It is impossible for me to say what 
would be the proper rate of deduction in 
any particular case without knowing the 
facts, but the Inland Revenue issued a | 
circular in April, immediately after the 
Budget, which affords clear directions on 
the subject. 


COAL DUTY REMISSIONS. 
Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask | 


Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he | 
can now state how much of the amount | 
of £100,000, remitted off the duty on | 
coal of a value at the time of shipment | 
not exceeding 6s. per ton, will go to the | 
relief of the consumer abroad, and how | 
much to the producer and exporter in | 
this country. 


| 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: This is 
entirely a matter of opinion. I think | 
that last year it would have been a relief | 
to the consumer abroad, but as I was con- | 
vinced by the arguments put before me 
that in a bad year it might have fallen, 
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jan inquiry where a case is made out, I 
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at any rate to some extent, on the pro- 
ducer, I agreed to the exemption. 


Questions. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
will state the broad principle on which 
he proposes to exempt the duty on coal 


| shipped before the 31st December next by 


merchants under free Budget purchase 
contracts of a speculative nature, that 
is contracts entered into with the pro- 
ducer but not covered by sales, whereas 
similar coal shipped during the same 


| period by merchants under speculative 


sale contracts, that is contracts not 
covered by purchases, will be charged 


_ the full duty. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have never 
proposed, and I do not think I have 
ever been asked for, an exemption in 
favour of contracts for the purchase of 


coal from the producer here not covered 


by sales to a purchaser abroad. The 
whole question of exemption from duty 
relates to the latter. Ifa man has bought 


/coal here merely with the intention of 
| selling it to a purchaser abroad, he can 


either add the duty to the price ot the 
coal to such purchaser or sell his coal 
In either case it 
is a speculation. 


CITY OF LONDON POLICE. 

COLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
Epping): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether, 
seeing he has only a limited authority 
over the Commissioner of Police for the 
City of London, and as that official also 
is independent of the Lord Mayor and 
Aldermen, he will grant an inquiry 
into the present mode of working of 
this system and the general results 
which accrue from this present arrange- 
ment. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. RItcute, 
Croydon): I am afraid that, in the 
numerous answers | have given to my 
hon. and gallant friend on this subject, 
I have failed to make myself understood. 
I have repeatedly stated that the Com- 
missioner acts subject to the control of 
the Lord Mayor and Aldermen, and 
while I am perfectly prepared to make 
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know of no case which is made out for 
such an inquiry as that suggested. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: May I ask 
my right hon. friend if I am to take it 
that he is satisfied with the present 
division of responsibility ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have no reason to be 
dissatisfied either with the control or the 
administration of the police in the City 
of London. 


BURGLARIES AT BRIXTON. 


Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL (Armagh, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the recent burglaries 
in the neighbourhood of Brixton, the 
house of the vicar of Brixton having 
been broken into for the second time 
on last Thursday, and a post office 
broken into on Saturday ; whether he 
can give the number of burglaries within | 
the last quarter and the number of cases 
in which culprits have been made 
amenable ; and, seeing that dissatisfac- 
tion prevails in the district at the failure | 
of the police to cope with the evil, whether | 
he will see that in future adequate pre- | 
cautions are taken to prevent a recur- 
rence of these burglaries. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have not by me the 
figures for which the hon. Member asks, 
but I have no reason to suppose that the 
precautions at present taken by the 
police for the protection of property in| 
the district referred to are inadequate. 





SEAMEN’S RATING. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick): I beg to ask | 
the President of the Board of Trade | 
whether, seeing that Section 126 of the 
Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, states that 
a seaman shall not be entitled to the rating 
of A.B. unless he has served four years 
before the mast, he can say by whose | 
authority superintendents of mercantile 
marine offices were given permission to 
enter men on articles of agreement who 
could not prove four years sea service, 
and the letters N.P. put opposite the 
names of such men. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. GERALD Ba.rour, Leeds, 
Central): The Board of Trade are ad- 
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vised that, notwithstanding the provi- 
sions of the section to which the hon, 
Member refers, superintendents of mer- 
cantile marine have no power to refuse 
to allow seamen to be entered as A.B.’s 
in articles of agreement when they are 
presented as such by the owners or 
masters of ships, with whom, in fact, 
the responsibility of rating rests. Super- 


| intendents are acting in the matter under 


instructions issued to them by the Board 
of Trade. 


Mr. JOYCE: May I ask if it is not 
within the power of the Board of Trade 
to appoint superintendents who can say 
whether a seaman is a seaman or not ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I do not 
think it would be in the power of the 


Board of Trade to do that. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): May I ask whether this will be 


‘one of the matters to be inquired into by 


the Committee of which the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am not 
in a position to make any statement 
as to that. 


MANNING OF MERCANTILE MARINE 


Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether any 
instructions have been issued to sur- 
veyors of ships fixing the number of 
able seamen to be carried on sailing 
vessels and steamers ; and if he is in 4 
position to state how many able seamen 
Ww ould the rule provide for the ‘‘ Primrose 
| Hill,” which was recently lost off the 
Welsh coast. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: In reply 
to the first paragraph of the hon. 
Member’s question, I would refer him to 
the reply I gave to a similar inquiry put 
to me by the hon. Member for East Clare 
on the 21st May.t With regard to the 
second paragraph, no scale has_ been 
issued by the Board of Trade laying 
down the number of A.B.’s that should 
be carried in such a case. Iam, howeve?, 
advised that the scale of manning recom- 





+ See Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. xciv., 
page 773. 
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mended in the Report of the Manning | index of the Radnorshire and Brecon- 
Committee was complied with both as/ shire wills lodged at the Herefordshire 
regards the number of “ effectives ” and | registry ; and whether, for the public 
the proportion of individual effectives. _ convenience, the Commissioners of In- 
land Revenue will take steps to have 


| 


ELECTRIC TRAMWAY ACCIDENTS. — an index made. 


_ Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I) yr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 1 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 'am aware that there is no complete 
Trade if he will state whether electric | j,qex of te Ridastliien. aa se cae 
Be Boeed prige egg niga officer _ shire wills at the Hereford registry, but 
oe eee ee Sw eee ee OE | thy ane may be said of other registries, 
for the conveyance of the public ; and 2nd I am informed that the cost of 
will he say whether accidents on such | having such an index made in all eee 


ways ¢ t ‘ 
ora alliage a subject of a Board would be “enormous.” I am not pre- 
é quiry. /pared to recommend a grant for the 
| purpose. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: The reply | 
to the first portion of the hon. Member's | 


question is in the affirmative. Wherever | POST OFFICE AND RAILWAY COM- 


the circumstances seem to require it, | ieee tan uaa OF TELE- 


accidents occurring on electric tramways | a. 
are made the subject of an inquiry by an Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 
officer of the Board of Trade, | beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
|as representing the Postmaster General, 
| whether his attention has been called to 
INVERNESS. | the fact that the total value of the work 
Mr. HARMSWORTH (Caithness-shire): ‘done nd 9 Post a for Government 
a as RR ; ‘| was for the year ending 31st March, 
Ting oan ts Lon Advnte gs rm 1, ofthe ale of E746 Hs. ld 
oer ge a ‘ : | of whic ,064 1s. 84d. was for tele- 
whether it has been decided not to hold _grams, and that there is a corresponding 


seg tt cae “ae : 

, re Civil Service exa ion | ° . 
ll eae ay nd , 7 mote feos esgic wba | sum for work done for railway companies 
SS ; , , | by the Department in excess of telegrams 


grounds upon which the decision has) 1:41, for the same period amount to 


arrived at ; wh in view | exq ey : 
been arrived at ; also whether, in vie | £59,676; and can he state what is the 


of the importance of this question to} o¢9) money value of all services rendered 


persons in the north of Scotland, instruc- | by the Department to railway companies 


tions will be given to continue the) so. of charge. 


! 


examinations in Inverness for a further | 


period of two years, so as to give the) Mp AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : The 
experiment a longer trial, 'sum of £70,000 mentioned in the hon. 


: — - — |Member’s question represents only the 
Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 | | ajue of work performed by the telegraph 


THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- | department of the Post Office. Against 


Rae s6tint : ie ; 
Lain, Worcestershire, E.): Yes, Sir. 'this must be set the value of the work 


The number of candidates at the thirteen |done by other Departments of Govern- 


examinations held at Inverness between | : 
* ment for the telegraph service, amount- 


the beginning of 1895 and last May Was! ing to nearly £90,000. I cannot say 
only thirty-nine, and the Civil Service eek in tk thal 1 " 
C ae q t think that this | “2S is the total money value of all 
ommissioners do not thin at this 
ale eetiee the sellimennbe af the| Ce rendered by the Post Office to 
as we ee . | railway companies free of charge ; but it 
see |must be remembered that these services 
are part of the consideration paid to the 
HEREFORD WILL REGISTRY—RADNOR- | companies for the acquisition of their 
SHIRE AND BRECONSHIRE WILLS. telegraph rights by the Post Office, and 
Mr. EDWARDS (Radnorshire): Ibeg to | that the Post Office gets a further quid 
ask the Secretary to theTreasury whether | pro quo in the shape of wayleave or other 
he is aware that there is no complete | facilities. 


CIVIL {SERVICE EXAMINATIONS AT 














795 
Mr. LONSDALE: 


Secretary to the Treasury, 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 


Questions. 


he can say what explanation there is | 
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I beg to ask the | regulations for the registration of teachers 
as repre-| will be laid upon the Table. 
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Sir J. GORST: 


I am very much 


for the fact that during the year ending | afraid that the Order in Council will not 


31st March, 


1900, the number of tele-| be ready to be laid for some time. 


The 


grams sent for Government, amounting | |Report of the Consultative Committee 


to 454,195, represent, 


master General's Report, a money value | and it will have to be very 
whereas! 1,443,766 | considered. There are financial con- 


of £34,064 Is. &4d., 


as per the Post. | is now before the Board of Education, 


carefully 


telegrams sent free for railway companies | siderations involved which may require 


only represent £59,676. 


Mr. AUSTEN 


telegrams were longer than the railway 
telegrams. 


SCIENCE AND ART GRANTS TO WALES 
AND MONMOUTH. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Edueation whether he will state what 
amount was expended in the year 1899- 


1900 by the Science and Art Department | 
| Preston) : 


in grants to schools and classes in Wales 
and Monmouthshire, and whether he 
can state what amount was expended 


by school boards in Wales and Monmouth- | 
| NORTH SEA FISHERIES CONVENTION 


shire during the same period out of the 
rates for purposes declared by the recent 
decision to be illegal. 

VICE-PRESIDENT THE 


THE OF 


| for Scotland, 


BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, | 


Cambridge University): The Science 
and Art grants to schools and classes 
in Wales and Monmouthshire amounted 
in 1899-1900 to £9,541 2s. 9d., of which 
£3,756 3s. 1d. was in respect of grants 


to schools carried on in school-board 
buildings. The Board of Education 


have no means of estimating the amount 
paid by school boards for ille gal purposes 
out of the rates. The amount in day 
schools would be very small ; in evening 
schools it would probably constitute a 
larger proportion of their total expendi- 
ture in Wales. 


REGISTRATION OF TEACHERS. 

Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon): I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council 
on Education whether he can say when 


| further communications between the 


| Board and the Committee. 


CHAMBERLAIN : | 
The explanation is that the Government | 


CATTLE DISEASES, ANNUAL REPORT. 


| *Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon): 
iI beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Agriculture whether he can 
state when the Annual Reports of Pro- 
ceedings under the Diseases of Animals 
Acts and the Markets and Fairs (Weigh- 
ing of Cattle) Acts, for the year 1900, 
will be presented to Parliament. 


THe PRESIDENT or rue BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansvry, 
It is hoped that the report in 
question will be ready for circulation in 
about a fortnight. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary 
whether Sir Colin Scott 
Moncrieff, who represented the British 
Government at the recent Hydrographi- 
cal Conference at Christiania, put for- 
ward a proposal in regard to the extension 
of the three-mile limit ; and, if not, will 
he give the reason, and will he say 
whether any correspondence on_ this 
subject has passed between the British 
Government and the signatories to the 
North Sea Convention within the last 
two vears. 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): Sir 
Colin Seott Moncrieff did not bring 


forward any proposal at the Christiania 
Conference in regard to the extension ol 


| the three-mile limit, nor was he instructed 


| of scientific 
| discovering the 
the Order in Council containing the} of the supply of fish in the North Sea. 


to do so. The object of the Conference 
was to devise aninternational programme 
research with a view of 
causes of the diminution 
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It was outside their terms of reference to | 
make any proposal that did not rest on a 
scientific basis, or have a scientific object. 
[am not aware that there has been any 


between His Majesty’s Government and 
the signatories to the North Sea Con- 
vention, excepting that the question of 
reserving certain areas in excess of the 
three-mile limit has been discussed with 
the Danish Government. 


SCHOOL TEACHERS IN THE HIGHLAND 
CROFTING COUNTIES. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, as representing the Secretary | 
for Scotland, whether he is aware that in 
the Highland Crofting Counties a large | 
proportion of the ratepayers who have the | 
right to vote at parliz umentary, county | 
council, and parish council elections | 
have no vote for the school board by | 
reason of their rentals being under £4 ; 
and, seeing that in these circumstances | 
these pe ople have no voice in the selection | 
of persons employed to teach their chil- | 
dren, will he consider the expediency of | ; 
introducing legislation such as will give 
school teachers in the crofting counties | 
the right of appeal to the Scotch Educa- | 
tion Department when under notice of | 
dismissal by the school board. 





*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: We) 
are not prepared to propose legislation | 
with the view of establishing anv special 
conditions with respect toa right of appeal | 
against dismissal in the ease of teachers 
inthe crofting counties. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES AT CARRICK=| 
MACROSS AND CASTLEBLANEY. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid): | 
On behalf of the hon. Member for South | 
Monaghan, I beg to ask the Chiet Secre- | 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland | 
whether he can state the amount of the | 
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recent correspondence on this abe 


W.): 
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Council was £102, and on behalf of the 
| Castleblaney, No. 1, District Council, 
£188. Further sums of £176 6s. 1d. and 
£324 19s. ld. were paid to the Board of 
Works in repayment of loans to these 
district councils respectively. 


Questions. 





| CATHOLIC JURORS AND THE OATH— 


CASTLEBAR CORONER’S INQUIRY. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I beg to- 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to an inquest held 
last week at Castlebar Lunatie Asylum 
at which a Roman Catholic juror, named 
Michael Moran, refused to be sworn on 
a Protestant Bible, and demanded to be 
sworn on a Roman Catholic Bible which 
was lying on the table ; is he aware that 
the coroner ordered the police to remove 
Mr. Moran; and will he state what 
| authori ity he had for doing so. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It is true that the 
one juror named objected to be sworn on 
|a Protestant Bible. The coroner, who- 
is also a Roman Catholic, having a suffi- 


| cient number of jurors, also all Roman 


Catholics, dispensed with Mr. Moran’s 
attendance and gave an order that he 
'should leave the court. He complied 
with the order. The coroner apparently 
| acted on the authority vested in him by 
virtue of his office. 


Dr AMBROSE: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman see that in future the coroner 


| has instructions to swear Catholic jurors 
| ona Catholic Bible ? 
| 


I believe I have 


Mr. WYNDHAM: 


no power over coroners. 


IRISH EDUCATION—CIRCULAR ON 
CONVENT SCHOOLS. { 
THOMAS O'DONNELL (Kerry, 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 


Mr. 


Exchequer Contribution towards the! the Lord Liowtenant of Ireland whether 


erection of labourers’ cottages, 
tively, at the close of last year, to the| 
unions of Carrickmacross and Castle- 
blaney, 

luz CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuAm, Dover): The | 


amount remitted to the county council 
on behalf of the Carrickmacross District 





|issue of this circular 
notice of any responsible official ; 
can he state when ; whether the matter 
has been reported by any official to the 


respec- | he is aware of the issue of a circular from 
the Education Office in Dublin, signed 
by the two secretaries, which they state 
they 
any information in connection with the 


neither saw nor signed ; whether 


has come to the 
if so, 
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Board ; whether the delinquent has been 
ascertained ; and whether any and what 
action has been taken by the Board. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The circular alluded 
to is one of two documents, drawn up to 
explain the manner in which the quar- 
terly applications for grants to convent 
schools were to be prepared by the com- 
munities, and the amounts to be pro- 
visionally claimed pending final arrange- 
ments under the new rules. One of the 
documents related to schools receiving 
the full quarter’s grant on the new 
system, and the other was used where 


payment was to be made partly on the’ 
new and partly on the old system. The, 
original, which was a single document, | 
was issued in June, 1900, under the | 


authority of the resident Commissioner, 
and of the senior secretary who was then 
in office. On the occasion of the second 
issue, three months later, practically the 
same document was sent out with the 
same object, but in two parts, to suit the 
two distinct classes of case. For this 


course there was full official authority. | 


There were two subsequent quarterly 
issues of the same papers—one in Decem- 
ber, 1900, and one in March, 1901, when 
the necessity for any further use of the 
form came to an end. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: But I 
submit that the right hon. Gentleman 
has not answered my question as to 
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(the Dromore, county Down, Urban 
| Council made the Order to have the 
| premises reported as unhealthy put in 
| proper sanitary condition, and _ state 
| what steps were taken to ensure the 
carrying out of the Order ; is he aware 
that in Meeting Street there are over a 
|dozen houses without a single closet, 
either earth or water, and that the 
_medical officer of health repeatedly sent 
in reports as to the unsanitary condition 
|of several houses to no avail, as the 
council did not enforce compliance with 
| his recommendations ; and, seeing that 
the inhabitants are dissatisfied with the 
council for not enforcing the sanitary 
laws, will he direct the Local Govern- 
ment Board to send an inspector to 
inquire and report on the condition of 
| the town. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Order was 
made on the 4th March, and prosecutions 
have been ordered by the district council 

against persons for not complying with 
it. The present medical officer has not 
reported on the condition of the houses 
(in Meeting Street; the owners have 
undertaken to provide the sanitary 
accommodation to the absence of which 
(the hon. Member just referred. The 
Local Government Board has not re- 
| ceived any complaint of default by the 
sanitary authority, and does not, there- 
fore, feel called upon to interfere in the 


-_ 


{ matter. 


whether the circular bore the names of | 


officials who deny that they either signed 
or authorised it. 


SCHEME. 
DELANY 


| MOUNTMELLICK LABOURERS’ COTTAGE 


Mr. County, 


(Queen’s 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have read an’ Ossory) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 


account of what took place. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: Will 


inquiry be made to find out if these 
allegations are well founded ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM : [ have made careful 
inquiry, and the answer I have given is a 
fair and full statement of what occurred. 
If necessary, on the Estimates I shall be 
prepared to go into the matter at greater 
length. 


SANITATION IN DROMORE. 
> Mr. MURNAGHAN : I beg to ask th 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 


| to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 


he is aware that two bills were received 
by the Mountmellick District Council on 
the 22nd instant from the arbitrator, 
one for £20 in connection with five 
| cottages, and a second for £15 for three 
| cottages in another scheme, and whether 
ja resolution was passed at the meeting 
| to the effect that the council considered 
jthe charges too high and_ protested 
‘against its payment ; and if he will state 
/upon what authority those claims were 
based, and whether the Local Govern- 
ment Board will request this arbitrator 


‘ | to abate his demand. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The Loeal Govern- 


of Ireland if he can give the date on which | ment Board is in communication with 
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the district council in respect of the 
particular items, included in the amounts 
mentioned, to which exception is taken. 
The account will be carefully investigated 
by the Board, and if it be shown to be 
exorbitant, the Board will take steps to 
reduce it. 


Questions. 


IRISH URBAN RATE COLLECTION. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
8.) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that discontent exists among | | 
urban councils in Ireland as to the present | 
method of making, collecting, and ac-| 
counting of rates in Ireland ; whether, | 
in order to obviate the difficulties created | 
by the present system, he would be pre- | 
pared to recommend that all urban | 
rates be made on the same day, entered | 
up in one rate book, and included in all | 
sets of demand notes ; whether he would | 
dispense with Form 2, under the U rban 
Rate-Collectors’ Order ; and whether he | 
would provide for a consolidation of rates | 
for separate charges. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: My attention has 
been drawn to the difficulties mentioned, 
and [ am considering whether they can 
be removed. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 


When may we expect a decision ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I ean give no date. 
[ am doing all I can to forward the 
matter. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY: 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that difficulty is experienced by | 
urban councils in complying with the | 
annual demands of the county council 
as at present made ; that, in consequence 
of the quarterly payments to be made, 
the urban council, by reason of publica- 
tion of notices making, assessing, and 
collecting rates, loses at least five weeks | 
before it can commence to get the first 
quarterly payment collected; and 
whether, in order to prevent legal pro- 
ceedings and costs against urban dis- | 
tricts, half-yearly instead of quarterly | 
payments might be made. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The difficulty | 
referred to is experienced in some towns, | 
but as a rule it is due to the delay of the | 


VOL. XCVI. [FouRTH SERIES. ] 





| 


I beg to 


{4 JuLty 1901} 


Questions, 802 


urban councils in making their rate. If 
the estimates and other preliminary work 
in connection with the making of the 
rate are dealt with at a sufficiently early 
date before the commencement of the 
financial year, the collection could be 
started in time to enable funds to be 
raised to meet the demands of the county 
council. The Board considers that quar- 
terly payments would be more con- 
venient for the county councils, and for 
the unions and districts which have to 
be supplied by them with funds. It is 
necessary that provision should be made 
or the early payment by urban district 
' councils of amounts demanded by county 
councils, as these latter bodies have to 
supply funds to the unions for the relief 
|of the destitute poor, a proportion of 
which is payable by the urban area. 


EARLY CLOSING OF SHOPS IN DUBLIN, 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
|to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the remarks 


/made by the magistrate of the Southern 


Division police court, Dublin, on a cir- 
cular issued by the shop assistants of 
Dublin calling on the public to perform 
their shopping (drapery) before 7 p.m., 
and on the owners of drapery establish- 
ments to close their premises at this hour 


'on all evenings except Saturdays; and 


whether he will state by what authority 
this magistrate has taken the action 


| mentioned in this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: In the course of 
a trial for assault on a shopkeeper the 
magistrate commented on this circular, 
which had been issued by the Shop 
| Assistants’ Association. The language 
of the circular seemed to imply that, 
peaceful means having failed to induce 
the shopkeeper to close his shop, some 
other means should be adopted. The 
magistrate decided this case, of a shop 
assistant who had assaulted a shop- 
keeper, not on the circular, but on the 
acts. His reference to the terms of the 
circular was in the nature of proper 
comment on a document calculated to 
give rise to similar excesses. 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY’S 

SERVICE. 

Mr. KENDAL O’BRIEN (Tipperary, 
Mid): I beg to ask the President of the 

2G 


SHANNON 
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Board of Trade whether he can state | 
particulars as to the number of passen- | 
gers who came on to and left the boats 
of the Shannon Development Company 
at Kilgarvan Quay, Dromineer, Ross- 
mare, and Williamstown ; whether his 
attention has been called to a series of 
complaints, and will he take any steps 
to remedy the alleged grievance. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
has communicated to me, in writing, 
a number of inquiries bearing on this 
and other matters connected with the 
Shannon steamer service, and I have 
forwarded to him to-day a detailed 
statement in reply. The Commissioners 
of Public Works, whom I have con- 
sulted, are not aware of the existence of 
any grievance such as alleged. 


COTTAGES IN CROOM 
UNION. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 
state what is the cause of the delay in 
the building of two labourers’ cottages 
on the lands of Mrs. Fitzpatrick and John 
Twomey, who require agricultural 
labourers, which lands are situate in the 
Ballygrennan division of the Croom 
Union, in the county of Limerick ; 
whether he is aware that applications 
for the same were made about two years 
ago by two labourers named John 
Treacy and William Hennessy, whose 
houses were condemned by the local 
sanitary authority, and at the Local | 
Government Board inquiry, held on 25th 
July, 1900, at Croom, were favourably | 
considered ; that since that time nothing | 
has been done towards the building of 
those cottages but the marking of the 
plots and sites; and whether, taking 
into consideration the unsanitary con- | 
dition of the labourers’ dwellings, he | 


LABOURERS’ 


will take steps to see that the cottages | 
are built without further delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The erection of | 
the two cottages in question was recom- 
mended by the inspector. A Provisional | 
Order confirming the improvement 
scheme was prepared in January last, and 
its issue only awaits the settlement of 
some matters to which the Board has | 
repeatedly directed the attention of the | 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 804 


communicate with the council on the 
subject. 


INNISHOWEN COUNCIL BOUNDARIES. 

Mr. O'DOHERTY (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of ireland whether he 
is aware that the Donegal County Council 
by resolution represented to the Local 
Government Board that the boundary of 
the Innishowen District Council should 
be altered so as to include within its area 
those parts of the barony of Innishowen, 
county of Donegal, at present included in 
the Londonderry District Council No. 2, 
and seeing that a similar resolution was 
passed by the Innishowen District Coun- 
cil, can he state why a local inquiry was 
not instituted by the Local Government 
Board into these proposed changes, and if 
any steps have been taken by the Board 
to inquire into the advisability of these 
changes, in order to make this council’s 
boundary, so far as the barony of Innis- 
howen is concerned, identical with the 
county boundary. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Resolutions to the 
effect stated have been received by the 
Local Government Board, and the pro- 
posal is engaging its careful attention. 

Mr. O’DOHERTY : How long are we 
to wait? This matter has already been 
under the consideration of the Local 
Government Board for twelve months. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am 
fix a date. 


unable to 


CORK TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION 
GRANT. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, 8.E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


‘that out of the £2,400 due to the County 
| Borough of Cork under the Technical 


Instruction Act for the financial year 


‘ending the 31st March a balance of 


£2,100 still remains unpaid ; and whether, 
as the committee cannot carry on the 
work of the school without this money, 
he will cause this balance to be forwarded 
immediately with interest for the time 
it has been withheld. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 


district council. The Board will again| the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
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tenant of Ireland whether his attention | the harmless lunatics and to prevent a 
has been called to the proceedings at the | further outlay on buildings in Monaghan, 
last meeting of the technical instruction | will he state what steps, if any, the Local 
committee of the county borough of Cork; | Government Board intend to take in this 
whether he is aware that, owing to the} matter. 

rant from the Department due for the | ees : ? 
Puasa year in 31st March being | Mr. W YNDHAM : The Local Govern- 
withheld from the committee, the Chris- | ™e=* Board will held an inquiry into 
tian Brothers have had to borrow money | this — as soon as the engagements 
at a high rate of interest to pay debt | °! !¢s Inspector will permit. 
incurred on account of the promised | 
grant to their technical schools and col- | SALLYBANK NATIONAL SCHOOL 
leges ; and can he state what is the cause | TEACHER. 
of the long delay on the part of the De-| Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg to 
partment. | ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 

|tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The Cork Technical | that the salary paid to the principal 
Instruction Committee received a pay-/| teacher, Sallybank national school, for 
ment on account in January last,and a!the year ended 31st March last, was 
further payment on account will be made | £9 17s. less than his consolidated salary 
immediately on the Report of the Depart- | fixed on the average of the three previous 
ment’s inspectors who are at present in | years ; and that he would have received 








Cork. There will be no delay in putting | 


the committee in funds for all the pur- 
poses of the approved scheme as soon as 
certain necessary preliminaries are com- 
plete to the satisfaction of the Depart- 
ment. 


Mr. FLYNN: Is it not the fact that | 
the scheme put forward by the com-| 


mittee was approved long since by the 
Department, and that the delay is causing 


causing considerable inconvenience and | 


loss to the schools in Cork ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no doubt it | 


is causing inconvenience, but I do not 
gather that it will cause any loss ulti- 
mately. 


Mr. FLYNN: Let us hope not. 


MONAGHAN DISTRICT LUNATIC 
ASYLUM. 

Mr. M‘GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland is 
he aware that large sums of money 
have had to be expended in_ pro- 
viding increased aceommodation for 
patients in Monaghan District Lunatic 
Asylum during the past ten years, and 
that it is still congested ; and, seeing that 
the Cavan County Council passed a reso- 
lution asking the Local Government 
Board to hold an inquiry with a view 
of converting one of the workhouses in 
that county into an auxiliary asylum for 


more than he has got for the year men- 
‘tioned if the old system of payment had 
continued in force; and in view of the 
assurancerepeatedly given that noteacher 
would suffer pecuniarily by the change, 
jand the Board’s Circular, dated 30th 
| June last year, that it was the original 
intention of the Commissioners to pay 
consolidated salaries to all teachers from 
the Ist April, 1900, will he explain why 
the intentions of the Commissioners 
have only been carried into effect in 
‘respect to a small proportion of the 
teachers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed 
ithat the facts are not correctly stated in 
‘the first paragraph. This teacher did 
‘not suffer pecuniarily by the change in 
‘the mode of payment. The Circular 
‘of 30th June, 1900, explains why the 
{Commissioners did not carry into effect 
‘their original intention to pay consoli- 
dated salary to all teachers from 1st April, 
| 1900. 
| CLONTIFLEECE NATIONAL SCHOOL. 
Mr. JOHN CAMPBELL: [ beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 


| that, owing to an unfavourable report 


of the district inspector, on a ten months 
examination, held after an epidemic of 
measles which lasted four months, the 
principal teacher of Clontifleece national 





school was censured and fined £10; 
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whether the 
manager and the principal for an investi- 
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Mr. FLYNN: Did the letter bear the 
Belfast postmark ! 


gation into the conduct of the inspector | 


during the examination has been refused 
by the Board; and, if so, on what 
grounds ; and whether he will see that 
the fine of £10 is refunded to the teacher. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: This teacher was 
admonished after the results examination 
of 1899, and warned that if he failed to 
effect improvement his salary might be 
reduced. The admonition was confirmed 
on appeal. After the examination of 
1900 he was fined £10 for continued 
inefficiency. A demand for further in- 
vestigation was not acceded to, as it did 
not appear to be based on adequate 
grounds. The Commissioners see no 
reason for refunding the fine. 


LIMERICK — PROSECUTION OF 
HUGH McCABE. 

Mr. JOYCE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention | as been 
called to the case of Hugh McCabe, who 
was convicted in Limerick on Friday, 
28th June, for using obscene language ; 
whether he is aware that this is the same 
man who wrote to the papers a letter, 
since quoted in this House, complaining 
of the persecution to which he alleged he 
had been subjected because he professed 
the Protestant faith ; and whether, seeing 
that McCabe at his trial denied that he 
had written the letter, he will order an 
inquiry to be made into this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The suggestion in the second paragraph 
conflicts with the suggestion in the third. 
The fact that McCabe did not write the 
letter had already been reported by the 
police, who made a careful inquiry at the 
time into the statements which it con- 
tained. 
is necessary. 


Mr. JOYCE: As this man has denied 
that he ever read or wrote the letter, will 
the machinery of the law be brought into 
operation to have the writer found out 
and prosecuted for forgery ? 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid I 
cannot undertake to assist the editors 
of newspapers in such a matter. No 
further action in the matter is necessary. 


No further action in the matter | 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will the 
right hon. Gentleman take some action 
in this matter, seeing that the letter 
was placarded as a piece of Popish 
| tyranny ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have said that 
jit is not proposed to take any further 
action. 


STEAM TRAWLING IN WEXFORD BAY. 

Mr. FFRENCH (Wexford, 8.): I beg 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 

/aware that steam trawling continues in 
| Wextord Bay, notwithstanding that re- 
| peated fines have been inflicted ; and 
| whether there is any possible way of 
increasing the fine pending the passage 
into law of the Fisheries (Ireland) Bill; 
and whether, in consequence of the very 
great damage done by steam trawling, 

he will make the Act retrospective. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
illegal trawling is not being carried on 
in Wexford Bay, as alleged. The reply 
to the second paragraph is in the negative, 


Mr. FFRENCH: In view of the 
serious damage being done, cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman take some such 
action as I have suggested ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid if | 
endeavoured to carry more than is 
already contained in the Bill before the 
House its chances of passing in the 
present session might be seriously pre- 
, judiced. 


CHARGE AGAINST MR. WALSH, J.P.. 
OF TALLOW. 

Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
' whether his attention has been called to 

the fact that on the bench of magistrates 
before whom Mr. Walsh, J.P., of Tallow, 
and those charged with him with con- 
spiracy were brought, two justices were 
in favour of returning the case for trial, 
two against returning the case for trial ; 
(that the case was returned for trial, 
though the bench was equally divided ; 
| and that at the last assizes held in Water- 
) 
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ford, though forty-three jurors were told ' 
to stand aside by the Crown, no con- 
viction was obtained ; and, in view of the | 
opinion expressed by the magistrates 
and by members of the jury that investi- 
gated this charge that a case had not 
been made out against the defendants, 
does the Crown still intend putting the 
defendants on trial on a changed venue, 
thereby increasing the cost of the defence. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.): The fact that this case is 
pending precludes me from stating 
more than this, that I do not admit the 
accuracy of some of the statements of 
fact contained in the question, and that 
accused will in a few days be put upon his 
trial for this offence for a second time. 


CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Has 
this step been taken in order to secure 
the services of ‘‘ Peter the Packer ”’ ? 


IRISH COUNTY COUNCILS—LIABILITY 
FOR ROAD ACCIDENTS. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the recent decision in the 
Irish courts that county councils are 
liable for accidents on roads whose main- 
tenance or repair is in the hands of the 
county surveyors ; and whether he will 
introduce any provision in the amending 
Order of the Procedure of Councils Order 
making the responsibility of the county 
council the same when the road is re- 
paired by directions of a county surveyor 
as when it is in the hands of a contractor. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am not aware of | 
any decision on the point mentioned. | 
No doubt there is an obiter dictum of 
Lord Justice Fitz-Gibbon to the effect 
mentioned, but it by no means follows, 
as the hon. Member seems to suppose, 
that because an ephemeral body like the 
grand jury was held not liable for damage | 
for accidents occurring through the 
defective state of roads in charge of the 
county surveyor, that, therefore, the 
county council would not be liable under | 
similar circumstances. The position of 
the grand jury in such matters was 
anomalous. There is no reason for alter- 
ing the Order so as to relieve county | 
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councils from the ordinary liabilities 0 
public bodies charged with the main- 
tenance and repair of public works. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): On 
what authority does the right hon. 
Gentleman give this decision? On that 
of the Lord Justice ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : It is not a decision 
I refer to, but the obiter dictum of the 
Lord Justice. 


Mr. TULLY : Is the object to increase 
the liability on the rates ? 


LONGFORD RATE COLLECTORS’ FEES. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that an appeal 
has recently been lodged against a 
decision of the Local Government Bourd 
auditor surcharging £12 on _ three 
members of Longford County Council for 
payments to rate collectors on rates col- 
lected after four months of the time 
allowed for collection had expired, can 
he hold out any hope that this portion 
of the county council’s accounts order 
will be revoked, and, if not, can he indi- 
cate means of redress for members of 
county councils muleted in such cases. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The Local Govern- 
ment Board, to whom the appeal was 
made, having been of opinion that the 
payment was made inadvertently, have, 
notwithstanding the technical legal lia- 
bility of the councillors named, remitted 
the surcharge on equitable grounds. The 
order is a most useful one, and it !s not 
considered desirable to revoke it. 


IRISH COUNTY COURT PROCEDURE. 
Mr. O'DOHERTY : I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
inconvenience caused to suitors in county 
courts in Ireland by reason of the latter 
part of Section 140 of the Civil Bill Act, 
1851, having been repealed by the 
Statute Law Revision Act, 1892, whereby 
it has been held of several county court 
judges in Ireland that civil bill decrees 
can no longer be renewed by the known 
agent or receiver of the plaintiff, but the 
affidavit required by the Act of 1851 
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must now be made by the plaintiff in| whether the female supervisor in the 
person; and, as in cases where the | Belfast post office who required two of 
plaintiff is a corporation or an incorpo-! the female staff to turn out their pockets 
rated company, this cannot be done and | and show the contents of their lockers, 
decrees after a year accordingly become | with the object of discovering if they had 
null and void, steps will be taken by the| stolen a purse lost by her sister, was 
Government to procure the re-enactment authorised by any rule of the postal 
of the proviso so repealed. | service, or whether there is any authority 
. he aia : by which a supervisor is constituted a 
Mr. ATKINSON : I believe that some! -%.. ee Pore “s . 
criminal investigation agent with right 
ot the county court judges have made |, ; 22 SRE A : 
a ; A of searching employees without calling 
decisions to the effect mentioned, while . oo Se ; 
a “one : .|in the police and preferring a charge in 
others, I believe, take a different view of | elegy : Mee: 
> “ the usual way ; whether any charge was 
the law. None of these decisions have | é one ts ‘eth 
P ‘ "| legally made before the two ladies were 
been reviewed in the superior courts. .°./' ge . 
os : : invited to show the contents of their 
The County Courts (Ireland) Bill now Loli ae ae ; 
; ‘ : ockers and of their pockets, and whether 
before the House deals with the matter age freer ae a 
: 1e will inquire if these two ladies turned 
of decrees, and repeals the section of the : s ; 5. 
eh aed ee : out their pockets because they regarded 
Civil Bill Act of 1851 to which the hon. - ‘ 
7 . the request as a command, and were 
Member refers. The proper way in |, . . ’ ; 
; afraid to refuse compliance ; whether he 
which to secure the change in the law ¥ sp é 
: ihe proposes to punish, and, if so, how, the 
desired by the hon. Member is to move . 1 : 
. Spa 7 Cie es 2 lady supervisor who accused them of theft 
an Amendment to this Bill in Committee. ; : 
and treated them as stated, and whether 
: naka cer aeeten ee e will cause a notice to be posted in all 
WRECKAGE ON THE IRISH Coast. > ge bn ne a “ee ex hatcd y ge : 
- _ post omees tha emp ovees are no er 
y IP . > ack I ° ° “1 ° 
MR. EDW ARD BARRY : I beg to al k any obligation to turn out their pockets 
the President of the Board of Trade ,,‘ 
whether he is aware that along the coast 
ot Ireland wreckage of value is claimed 
by the Receiver of Wrecks, and the pro- 
ceeds of which are debited to the Imperial 
Exchequer ; whether, seeing that decom- 
posed carcases of cattle washed ashore 
are not claimed and buried by the same 
authority, steps will be taken to alter 
the law so as to make receivers of wrecks 
responsible for the burial of carcases 
without expense to the local sanitary 
authorities, 


at the request of any supervisor. 

Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
There is no rule bearing on the subject,. 
and the supervisor acted on her own 
responsibility. The Postmaster General 
understands from the written statements 
of the telegraphists in question that they 
turned out their pockets voluntarily, 
and that they regarded the supervisor's 
announcement as a suggestion, or at 
most a request, and not a command. 
No one was accused of theft, and the 
/supervisor could not therefore be 

Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I am) punished on that score ; and the Post- 

aware that under statute the Crown is master General considers it unnecessary 
entitled to all unclaimed wreck found in to issue a notice on the subject. 
any part of His Majesty’s dominions. 
I am not prepared to introduce legisla-; NAVAN POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 
tion for relieving local authorities from) Mr. PATRICK WHITE (Meath, N.): 
their liability under the Diseases of I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
Animals Acts. as representing the Postmaster General, 

a + © PAbwerT. Conn the whether he has made arrangements for 


' . ee increased postal facilities in the town of 
right hon. Gentleman give directions , ,~ 


Navan. 
personally to the coastguard to attend to 


these matters ? | Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
we i _ _ | Inquiry is being made as to the best 
Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : I think means of providing a new and improved 
that scarcely comes within my province. post office at Navan, and two sites for a 
| Crown building are under consideration. 

BELFAST POST OFFICE — COMPLAINT | 
AGAINST A FEMALE SUPERVISOR. | DONEGAL POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) :| Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.): I beg 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury ‘to ask the Secretary to theTreasury, as 
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813 Questions. 


representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the town- 
lands of Legland, Breen, Farragans, 
Stralongford,  Lettermore,  Midcut, 
Cloughroe, Lettershambo, Stroangibbah, 
Meeralaban, and the upper part of the 
townland of Drumkeen, in the parish 
of Convoy, Stranorlar, County Donegal, 
at present receive only a_ bi-weekly 


delivery of letters, whilst the adjoining | 
Callen, | 


townlands of Drumnacross, 
Callencor, Augheygault, Trintaboy, and 


the lower part of the townland of Drum- | 


keen receive a six-day delivery ; and | 
whether, seeing that dissatisfaction exists | 
amongst the inhabitants of the first | 
named townlands as to the present 
arrangements for delivery of letters, 
steps will be taken to establish a six-day | 
delivery also in said townlands. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
The Postmaster General is aware that | 
there is at present only a_ bi-weekly | 
delivery of letters at the places referred 
to by the hon. Member. 
of affording a more frequent service has | 
already been under consideration for 
some little time, and the Postmaster 


General has decided to provide a delivery | 


every week at the places in question. 


IRISH TREASURY REMEMBRANCER. 

Sir THOMAS ESMONDE (Wexford, 
N.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General | 
for Ireland whether he can state what | 
are the duties of the Treasury Remem- | 
brancer for Ireland. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: He is the con-| 
fidential adviser of the Treasury on all | 
matters which they may refer to him. 
He is Deputy Paymaster General for | 
Ireland, and as such is responsible for | 
the accounts kept at the Pay Office in 
Ireland, and the payments made there- | 
from. He is besides accounting officer 
for the County Court Officers, etc., Vote. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


office hours ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Obviously I could | 


not answer that without notice. 


What are his | 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
Molton) : 
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The question | 


I beg to ask the First beet 
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(of the Treasury whether he can state 
when the House will have an oppor- 
tunity of discussing the Votes for the 
Militia and the Volunteers. 


Questions. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): Iam afraid I can give no assurance 
| to the hon. Gentleman on this subject. 


| 





Mr. LAMBERT: But, considering 
the fact that there is a great deal of 
| dissatisfaction prevailing among the 
Militia, will the right hon. Gentleman 
| not bring the Vote on on an early day ? 

| 


| Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


| make any promise. 


| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
| (Stirling Burghs): I wish to ask the 
| right hon. Gentleman whether it is 
intended to proceed with the Report stage 
|of the Finance Bill to-night, and, if not, 
when it will be taken. I should also 
like to know what is the business next 
week. May I repeat the appeal made to 
‘him not to take the Second Reading 
of the Education Bill so early as Monday, 
‘but to leave it over another week, in 
order that those interested may have full 
| opportunity to consider it 2 
| 


I cannot 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is not pro- 
| posed to take the Report of the Finance 
Bill to-night. The only matter con- 
nected with the Finance Bill is that 
dealing with the clause which my right 
hon. friend has promised to introduce. 
| As to the appeal with reference to the 
| Education Bill, may I respectfully point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that 
| there cannot be a single individual in any 
part of the country interested in the 
education question who has not long 
been aware of the mode in which the 
Government proposes to deal with the 
"question. I venture to say that there 
cannot be any question of ‘principle, no 
| question which could be properly raised 
on the Second Reading, with which every- 
| | body is not absolutely acquainted. That 
is my opinion. I propose to take next 
_week the Second Reading of the Educa- 
| tion Bill, and the business connected with 
| the Report stage of the Finance Bill. 
| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I should like to point out that a clause 
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wrapped up in a large Bill raising other 
questions is a different thing from a 
simple concrete clause, which brings 
more clearly before those interested the 
intentions of the Government. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) ° 
May I ask whether, if the debate on the 
Loan Bill is carried over this evening, 
the right hon. Gentleman intends to 
take the Bill to-morrow or next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not con- 
template the possibility of its going over 
to-night. In any case, to-morrow is 
allocated to Supply. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: As a point of 
order, I wish to ask whether, in the 
event of Amendments being moved, it 
will be open to hon. Members to discuss 
the war generally, or whether they will 
have to limit themselves to the parti- | 
cular point raised by an Amendment. 





Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot answer a | 
general question of that kind. I pre- | 
sume some hon. Member will move an | 
Amendment, and then the question will | 
arise as to what should come under that | 
Amendment. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES), 

Mr. HALseEy reported from the Com- | 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- | 
charged the following Member from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and 
Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure :— | 
Major Jameson (added in respect of the | 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children | 
Bill) ; and had appointed in substitution | 


Mr. Tully. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(APPEALS) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 251.] 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; to be read a 

second time upon Monday next, and to | 

be printed. [Bill 252.] | 





FINANCE BILL. 


Order for Consideration, as ee, 
read, and discharged. 


{COMMONS} 


shal 
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Bill re-committed in respect of a clause 
(Provision as to continuation clauses in 
policies of sea insurance).—(Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer.) 


Bill considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

[Mr. J. W. LowrHer (Cumberland, 
Penrith) in the Chair. } 


*THe CHANCELLOR or tHE EX.- 


CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks _ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.) moved the following 
clause :— 


“(1) Notwithstanding anything contained 
in the Stamp Act, 1891, a policy of sea insur- 
ance made for time may contain acontinuation 
clause as defined in this section, and such a 
policy shall not be invalid on the ground only 
that by reason of the continuation clause it 
may become available for a period exceeding 
twelve months. (2) There skall be charged on 
a policy of sea insurance containing such a con- 


| tinuation clause a stamp duty of 6d. in addition 


to the stamp duty which is otherwise charge- 
able on the policy. (3) If the risk covered by 
the continuation clause attaches and a new 
policy is not issued covering the risk, the con- 
tinuation clause shall be deemed to be a new 
and separate contract of sea insurance expressed 
in the policy in which it is contained, but not 
covered by the stamp thereon, and the policy 
shall be stamped in respect of that contract 
accordingly, but may be so stamped without 
penalty at any time not exceeding thirty days 
after the risk has so attached. (4) For the 
purposes of this section, the expression ‘con- 
tinuation clause’ means an agreement to the 
following or the like effect—namely, that in 
the event of the ship being at sea or the voyage 
otherwise not completed on the expiration of 
the policy, the subject-matter of the insurance 

Tbe held covered until the arrival of the 
ship, or for a reasonable time thereafter, not 
exceeding thirty days.” 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will the 
Bill be reprinted with the new clause 
in it ? 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes, and I 
hope it will be in the hands of hon. 
Members to-morrow. 


Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth): 
As this clause is based on a motion 
which I placed on the Paper, I should 
like to place on record my satisfaction 
with the manner in which the right hon. 
Gentleman has taken the matter up. 


New clause agreed to. 


Bill, as amended in Committee and 


on re-committal, to be considered upon 
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Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
248.1 


LOAN BILL. 


[Seconp Reap1na.] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


| 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the Bill be now read a secon 


: ? | 
time.” 


| 
*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): This | 
Bill is one of great importance, and [| 
think it should secure the attention of | 
the House. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer some weeks ago, speaking at a 
meeting in the City, said that the time had 
come when the taxpayers of the country 
should begin to think of the future. I 
fear that they will not do that, however, | 
unless we in this House discuss in a more | 
real manner than we have hitherto done | 
the financial position of this country. | 
This Bill is not a War Loan Bill. It is a, 
Bill the object of which is to raise a sum 
of money for the service of the year. 
constitutional principle is that the neces- | 
sary expenses of the service of the year | 





A 


should be provided out of the taxation of | 
the year. Now the Bill before us pro- | 
poses to raise a very large sum—a larger | 
amount than many hon. Members | 
anticipated—by borrowing. The Bill may | 





be deseribed as the fifth section of the | 
borrowings of the Government on| 
account of the war. As far as I can) 
remember, the process has been thus: 

The first borrowings were on Treasury | 
Bills for a single year, and amounted to 
about eleven millions ; the second were | 
on Treasury Bonds to the sum of ten 

millions for three years; the third on | 
Treasury Bonds for five years, and} 
totalled fourteen millions; the fourth | 
was the Loan Bill of last year, which 

raised thirty millions for ten years, and 

this is a Bill to raise sixty millions in 
Consols. This pretty fairly epitomises | 
the policy of the Government both in. 
regard to the conduct of the war and its 
finance. They commenced in a light and | 
easy way, thinking to get rid of the. 
difficulty first in one year, then in three, 

then in five, next in ten, and finally 
they have to burden the country with a 
perpetual charge. The total amount of 
the borrowings is 127 millions, and this 
sum raises the total indebtedness of the | 


‘ 
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country to 766 millions as against 635 
millions at which it stood two years ago. 
I have looked back to see when the total 
indebtedness of the country reached an 


| amount like this, and I have had to 
| go back to the year 1881—a_ period 


of twenty years—to find our national 
indebtedness stood at the figure to 
which the borrowings of the present 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has raised 
it. If you borrow thirty millions 
more you will put back the Debt 
to the amount it was in 1870, and if 
eighty millions be borrowed the Debt 
will be restored to the highest point it 
has reached since 1836. It must also be 
remembered that we have contracted 
another debt which did not exist fifty or 
sixty years ago. That is the debt of the 
local authorities of the country, which 
now amounts to 276 millions. 

In face of the facts I have quoted I 
certainly think it is quite time that we 
should reconsider our position. The 
Amendment I have put downy is as 
general as possible, so as to fully open the 
discussion; it suggests that we should 
find a larger portion of our expenditure 


| out of taxation rather than by borrowing. 


If we are to decide whether this would 
be possible for the Government in the 


difficulties they had to meet, we should 


look at the progress the Government 
have been making with regard to expendi- 
ture during the last four or five years. 
Take the year ending 31st March, 1896, 
which was the first year in which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was re- 
sponsible for the expenditure of the 


country. In that year the Chancellor 
enjoyed a_ surplus of about three- 
quarters of a million. The House 
may fairly ask whether that year 
is a fair year to take for purposes 
of comparison. I think it is a fair 


year. It was the year of the largest 
expenditure the country ever had up 
to then. In that year the expenditure 
on the Army and Navy amounted to 
forty millions, and therefore it may 
be taken as a standard year as regards 
expenditure. In 1897 the old Revenue 





+ The Amendment on the Paper was: ‘ On 
Second Reading of Loan Bill, to move, That 
this House regrets that the Government have 
proposed to meet such a large proportion of 
the war expenditure by borrowing instead of 
resorting more freely to increased taxation, in 
accordance with well-established precedents.” 
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produced a surplus of 10°3 millions over) and it is these raids that have forced 
the expenditure of 1896 ; in 1898 it pro-| the Chancellor of the Exchequer to make 
duced 14:4 millions; in 1899 16-2) thislargedemand. Only yesterday there 
millions ; and in 1900 28-1 millions.| was an attempt to put forward a 
Thus we see the marvellous growth of} new demand for the Navy; and this 
the revenue of the country, apart alto-| morning there was a Report of a 
gether from new sources of taxation.| Committee of this House recommend- 
It would be foolish for me to argue that | ing that £30,000 should be spent on 
with an increasing population and | new dining-rooms, smoking-rooms, and 
with increasing national responsibilities, | tea-+rooms. We must remember that 
our expenditure should not increase ; but | after all this House is not a restaurant— 
what I maintain is that ample provision | g place where members come to dine, and 
for properly increased expenditure was | smoke, and drink tea with ladies on the 
to be found in the splendid old revenue | terrace. Such proposals ought to make us 
of the country, which would increase in consider whether the nation can afford 
proportion to the wants of the nation if | sych extravagance. I do not believe 
economy had been practised. 1 would|the matter is treated seriously in the 
now ask the House to consider two other | House, and therefore I will take an out- 
sources from which the Chancellor of the| side authority. Sir Robert Giffen. at 
Exchequer has derived additional taxa-|the Institute of Bankers, recently de- 
tion. Last year the right hon. Gentle- | |jyered a high eulogy on the progress of 
man imposed new taxation to the amount | the country. He said :— 
of thirteen millions; this year he is| “Th a Pe a ay 
imposing additional taxation to the ing Satan ie ceutannaee of Swe ae 
amount of eleven millions so that! ments by the great military Powers or the 
from new taxation he obtains twenty- | necessity of corresponding armaments by more 
four millions. Not only that, but | peaceful Powers like England. He must there- 
there was a separate , department, cute pe oy = _ ee nig 4 —* | ss 
; : ‘ | deal of the criticism to which the expenditure 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer | on military armaments in time of peace had 
availed himself of. He, as it has perhaps | been subjected.” 
ge d a Aime the Sinking When a great authorit y like Sir Robert 
; > year he got two millions, Giffen gives an opinion like that it is 
in the next 45 millions, and this year worth inquiring on what ground he 
4°6 millions. Therefore the Chancellor bases it. He said that we had an aggre 
abi Pegg ne - gt rt wage _ gate income of 1,500 millions a year ; and 
s y—the splendid o axation, 1€ | ieve it is ing Z 
new taxation he himself imposed, and | Soe nto + Ralheetienpee hal eyed 
the Sinking Fund, all before he) and that it does not matter how much 
came to borrow. This year he had) we jnerease our expenditure. It is 
56°7 millions in excess of the income) more serious that it excites no alarm 
of the country in 1896, before he in the mind of an economist like Sir 
came to borrow at all, and when we! Robert Giffen. But that 1,500 millions 
remember the magnitude of this income jg the gross income, and before it can 
the House and the country ought to look ‘be available for taxation the people 
seriously at the large demand the right) must live out of it, and what is left 
hon. Gentleman makes in this Bill. ‘over is then available for taxation. | 
I have really stated these facts in order | do not think it is unreasonable to allow 
toask one or two questions. I ould ask, | £30 per head per annum as the average 
can the country afford to go on as we| cost of living. That would mean 1,20) 
have been going on last year andthis year? | millions, leaving only 300 millions for 
It must not be thought that because | industrial development, savings, and the 
we borrow we escape ‘the weight of our | payment of taxation. This figure puts 
responsibilities. It is just as serious|the matter in quite a new light, and 
as paying in cash. For years past the|shows how serious a question it is, 
question of finance and the growth of | wheter the total taxation shall be 100 
taxation has not aroused any interest | or 200 millions. 
in the House of Commons. Almost every} But I do not think we should take 
day there is a new raid on the Treasury, | such a fanciful line of argument a 


Mr. Lough. 
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that. It will be safer to consider the | is still growing, and if the question were 
question from the standpoint from which asked as to whether we have a good 
it has usually been considered in this| navy I am afraid the answer would 
House, and ask whether the produce of | be that we do not secure good service 
the old taxes is declining or becoming from great extravagance. The debate 
exhausted? It has not, I think, been yesterday has already shown, and if 
sufficiently observed by the House continued to-morrow will continue to 





that the Chancellor of the Exchequer show, that the increased expenditure 
himself has given a note of warning | has not obtained the desired result. 
in this matter. In his Budget speech |The recent measures taken for re 
the right hon. Gentleman, with regard | organising the Army prove that the 
to alcohol, said he did not think it growth of expenditure there had not 
advisable to place any additional secured efficiency ; extravagance seldom 
taxation on spirits, and that he could | does. 

not under the circumstances impose The chief expenditure is undoubtedly 
any additional tax on beer ; he said the | in connection with the war, and I suppose 
ame thing with regard to wine and tea, it was for the war mainly that the 
and with regard to tobacco he said he | borrowing is to take place. But when 
could not for the sake of the Revenue we turn to the question of the war we 
increase it to any great extent. With find there has been a very singular 
regard to income tax, the right hon. development. Last week we received 
Gentleman said that he had seen some the Report of the Finance Minister 
natural grumbling upon the part of the} who went out to South Africa for the 
income-tax payers, who already groaned purpose of reporting as to jhow much 
under a burden of 1s. in the pound, and of the war expenditure the Transvaal 
who were protesting against any increase, could pay. I was never very hopeful 
and that he did not wonder at it. Those about that part of the scheme 
facts proved that the old sources of when I saw the way in which 
revenue of the country had ceased to' the expenditure was going up, and 
develop, and the consuming power of | now Sir David Barbour’s Report shows 
the people had reached its height. The that we must abandon any hope of 
second test, which has always acted as | getting any help from the Transvaal. 
a warning to this House, has been when Sir David Barbour in his Report sug- 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has had gested that we might borrow £3,000,000 
to go out of the beaten track to obtain on the security of the Transvaal guar- 
revenue, and make experiments with | anteed by this country, and that was all. 
doubtful expedients. We have, I think, £3,000,000 out of £153,000,000 ; such 
iso reached that stage in the newexport a suggestion is simply grotesque. I 
duty on coal; and in reimposing the | would remind the House that there is a 
sugar duties I think the right hon. | precedent with regard to this matter. 
Gentleman has inflicted considerable One hundred years ago there was a 
suffering upon the people. These tests country at which the House was looking 
are reliable tests, and it seems to me as it is looking at the Transvaal to-day. 
they prove conclusively that we are Ireland had been desolated by war,andthis 
rapidly coming to a point when this country thought it could recover the cost 
expenditure must stop for the best of | of the war from Ireland, and it borrowed 
all reasons—that it will be discovered | money up to 120 millions, funding the 
that the people cannot pay. The only debt on Ireland. But what happened ? 
other question to consider is whether | Ireland could not pay and seventeen 
the results we are getting from this | years afterwards this country had to 
expenditure are really worth the cost. | unite the Irish debt to that of England 
I have alluded only to war expenditure, | and abandon all hope of obtaining the 
but I cannot help remembering that | cost from Ireland; Ireland was ruined 
even apart from the war the ordinary economically, and the conscience of 
expenditure of the country shows a | England was so blurred that it has not 
remarkable tendency to increase. The} known how to treat Ireland justly 
expenditure for the Navy has grown up| since. That is in exact parallel with 
from £13,000,000 to £30,000,000, = position to-day inthe Transvaal. 
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We must some day or other begin to 
try and make friends with these people, 
and it will not do for us to try and treat 
them unjustly in finance ; but there is 
a better reason than that for our not 
doing so, which is that we shall not 
get anything out of it if we do. I main- 
tain that the country will get no good 
result from the high expenditure that 
the Government have entered into. But 
the Transvaal is not the only war in 
which we have been engaged ; there are 
four or five going on elsewhere even now, 
and if you take the list of wars during 
the last six years, Mr. Speaker, you will 
find that they amount to nearly a score. 
And I believe of all those’ wars 
there was not one which _ skilful 
diplomacy could not have prevented, and 
I do not think we shall get any return for 
that expenditure. I believe that borrow- 
ing to pay the cost of the war is a mistake, 
and that it tends to dim the eye of the 
nation with regard to the horrors of the 
war. If we paid for the war as it went 
along the taxpayers of this country would 
feel a great deal more than they do the 
sufferings we are causing in South Africa. 
Our soldiers went out and did their part, 
and I think all at home should do theirs, 
which, after all, is the easier part than 
that of the soldiers, and pay the cost. 
This borrowing prevents the people from 
feeling the evils of the war as they other- 
wise would if they had to pay. 
this Bill brings us to a grave issue, and 
that the House ought to consider, before 
assenting to it, the grave position of the 
nation. If it feels that we are not getting 
an adequate return, why not take 
measures to economise and bring this 
hideous expenditure of blood and treasure 
to an end. Why not enter into nego- 
‘tiations with the Boers who have opposed 
us, and are opposing us still, and for the 
sake of humanity, no less than for the 
great advantage which it would bring to 
our own population, do what you can to 
bring this war toanend ? I do not move, 
Sir. 


*Strr BRAMPTON GURDON (Norfolk, 
N.): I desire to say a few words in 
support of my hon. friend, because, with 
the single exception of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Montrose, I am 
the only Member on this side of the 
House who has supported the Chancellor 


Mr. Lough. 
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I think | 
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| of the Exchequer in all his financial 
| proposals. I freely acknowledge that hon. 
| Members below the gangway who voted 
against supplies have a_ perfect right to 
vote against the taxation which these 
|supplies necessitate, but I believe that 
| those who, although they considered that 
|the war might have been avoided, did 
/not refuse supplies, have given a blank 
| cheque, which must be filled up. Had I 
| the constitutional power I should pro- 
| pose increased taxation, but I have at 
‘least a right to criticise the Budget 
| proposals, and when I heard the right 
‘hon. Gentleman state that out of a 
deficit of £63,000,000 no more than 
| £11,000,000 would be raised by taxation 
--when the right hon. Gentleman 
'asked for authority to raise a loan of 
£60,000,000, and when I see our 
| financial credit steadily falling, I cannot 
help wondering what foreign nations 
will think, what the Boers themselves 
will think, when they hear that the 
Government dare not impose the taxes 
required to pay for the war. I can fancy 
‘nothing more calculated to encourage 
the enemy, and to make them believe 
'that we are half-hearted in our task. 
Take the income tax, for instance. The 
‘income tax at the time of the Crimean 
| War, the cost of which was not more 
| than half the cost of the present war, was 
1s. 4d. in the pound; and during the 
‘last two years of the Peninsular War 
'the income tax was 2s. At the end of 
| those wars the expenditure ceased, but 
/in this case when the war is over our 
| difficulties will begin, and our expendi 
‘ture will continue. And the House 
/must remember that at the time of 
the Crimean and the Peninsular Wars 
ithere was no abatement in_ that 
‘income tax. The Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer explained how he had tried to 
/equalise the taxation in the higher and 
ithe lower classes, but he altogether 
forgot the middle class. I think if he 
swept away the abatements for three or 
four years it would be a very salutary 
| lesson to those patriots who are so ready 
'to shout for the war and to send others 
'out to fight, but so unwilling to fight 
‘themselves. and so ready to grumble 
| when they have to pay. 
| I have explained to my constituents 
‘the reasons upon which I supported 
‘the Government in their proposals 
| 
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[ am glad to 


proved of them, and that they are 


ready to pay their share of the cost, 
including this extra tax upon sugar, 


jority of my constituents hold the same 
views with regard to the war as I do— 
namely, that it might have been avoided, 
and ought never to have arisen. There 
i, perhaps, no county in England which 
shouted less for the war than Norfolk, 
and no county has been more ready to 
ynd out men to fight, or to pay the bill. 
But while I thank the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer for not increasing the tax upon 
beer or on tea, I regret that he did not see 
his way to impose an ad valorem duty on 
tea, because that duty falls very hardly on 
those who can afford to buy only the 


crease the duty on spirits. He gave as 
a reason that the spirit duty is a falling 
duty, but in my opinion it is a duty 


rising. 
[should like to have seen added to our 
financial system. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that we could not pay for the 
war out of a tax on bicycles. That is 
perfectly true, but a great many of our 
taxes bring in only smallsums. A bicycle 
tax would have been a very fair duty, 
convenient for police and administrative 
purposes, and I much regret that it has 
not been imposed. Another tax which 
[ believe the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has been pressed to put on is a tax upon 
advertisements. That would probably 
have been a small tax also, but I think, 
from the fact that such a tax exists in 


have been easy to collect, and it might 
have done something to abate what is 
becoming an intolerable nuisance. A 
tax frequently decreases the consumption 
of the article upon which it is imposed, 
but the more you decrease the consump- 
tion, so to speak, of advertisements, the 
more good you will do. If the tax failed 


regret. Tam also sorry that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not add £2,000,000 
to his income by discontinuing the 
Agricultural Rates Act. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer asked whether one 





which will fall rather heavily upon the 
agricultural labourer. The vast ma-| 


cheaper kinds. I am sorry he did not in- | 


more honoured in the falling than in the | 
There are two small taxes which | 


many foreign countries, that it would | 


to bring in a single penny by reason of | 
the fact that it abolished advertisements, | 
it would not be a matter altogether for | 
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that they ap-j/single instance could be adduced of a 


‘landlord who acknowledged that the 
| relief from that Act went into his pocket. 
‘I humbly proffer myself as the one in- 
| stance he required. 


| 
| 


| *THe CHANCELLOR or THe EX- 
| CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicxs Beacu, Bristol, 

| W.): I think the hon. Member mistakes 
| what I said. Of course there are many 


|landlords farming their own land who 
| would profit by the Agricultural Rates 
| Act. But what I said was that I did not 
think an instance could be produced in 
| which, where the tenant farmed the land, 
| the landlord had been able to pocket the 


benefits of the Agricultural Rating Act. 


*Sir BRAMPTON GURDON: I sub- 
'mit that, whenever I let a farm, the 
|incoming tenant calculates very care- 
fully what the burdens on that farm are, 
and the rent he is willing to pay is based 
on the fact that he obtains this relief. 
There are many instances in which the 
landlord would have had to reduce his 
rents had it not been for this relief which 
| the tenants have received. Therefore, I 
say that the relief goes into my pocket as 
|a landlord. I deeply regret that a 
| greater effort has not been made to meet 
| the expenditure of the year by increased 
|taxation. I acknowledge the very great 
| difficulties which the Chancellor of the 
| Exchequer has had before him—difti- 
culties which arose not so much from 
| this as from the other side of the House, 
| perhaps even from those who sit nearest 
|the right hon. Gentleman on the Trea- 
sury Bench. I think that when in his 
Budget speech he said that while it was 
_very easy for a Minister to evoke the 
cheers of this House and of the country 
by proposing increased expenditure, it 
was a very different thing when the 
Minister charged with the duty of raising 
taxation made his financial statement. 
his observations went to the hearts of 
many Members, and I can assure the 
right hon. Gentleman that there are 
/some, at any rate, in this House, and 
many in the country, who will be ready 
to raise a cheer for an honest man who 
will, at all events, try to do his duty, 
_however disagreeable and unpopular 
that duty may be. 


' Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) 
said that by this Bill the House was 
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invited to increase the permanent debt | Johannesburg, were to be indemnified 
of the country by no less than/ at the expense of the British taxpayer, 
£60,000,000 in connection with a war | The responsibility, not only of engineer. 
which had already cost the enormous ing the war, but also of the miscalcula- 
sum of £153,000,000. Nevertheless, it | tions upon which the Government acted, 
was only as far back as 19th October, rested upon the mine owners, because 
1899, that the Chancellor of the Ex-| they were the people who declared the 
chequer declared that he would never, Boers would not fight, or, if they did 
under any circumstances, increase the | fight, would be vanquished in a few 
permanent burdens of the country in days. They now knew from the report 
consequence of the Transvaal war. The | of Sir David Barbour that the mines 
Transvaal then had a population of could not pay anything towards the 
250,000—rather less than the population war. Those representing the mine 
of West Ham—and the war was expected owners openly stated, within a month 
to be a mere march to Pretoria under | after the war broke out, that the mine 
Lord Methuen, an exploitation of society owners would reap a benefit to the 
generals, and a scheme to jump the extent of £4,856,536. Mr. Cecil Rhodes 
Transvaal and obtain the gold mines in| himself had stated that they were not 
order to enrich the patriotic friends of | going to war for the amusement of the 
the Government on the Stock Exchange. thing, and that they meant practical 
The cost was to be not more than’ business. In July last the Chancellor of 
£10,000,000, but this Bill proved how the Exchequer assured the House most 
grossly the Government had miscal- | solemnly that the mines would have to 
culated the strength, resources, spirit, pay a large proportion of the cost of the 
and energy of the people they were war, and that a considerable portion of 
endeavouring to enslave. The savings the expense would be recovered from the 
of the whole of the last century had Transvaal. The right hon. Gentleman 
already been expended; Consols, as a said they could not leave the cost of the 
direct consequence of the war, had war as a permanent burden upon this 
fallen from 119 to 934; and the purse country. Those were very excellent 
of the taxpayer would soon be as light as words, but he was only one of some 
was the heart of the Colonial Secretary twenty souls on the Treasury Bench. 
when he embarked on the struggle. In every matter connected with finance, 
Under the Government of Lord Salis- and in every scheme proposed by the 
bury the normal—not the extraordinary | Chancellor of the Exchequer, they were 
—expenditure of the country had in- bound to recollect that in this Govern- 
creased by £20,000,000 per annum, and ment, for the first time, there was a 
the pecuniary interests of the working member, Lord Hardwicke, who was 
classes had been shamefully sacrificed at likewise a member of the Stock Exchange, 


the shrine of mammon. ‘The dole to the iad i 
landlords alone, under the Agricultural, MR. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
| hon. Member is not in order in raising 


Rates Act, would have sufficed to pay ; 
two-thirds of the interest on the that question. 


£60,000,000, which the taxpayers at large ag ” 
had now to bear. These loans, the| *Si# M. HICKS BEACH: The noble 


oceans of blood which had been shed, | Lord to whom the hon. Member refers 
and the tarnished reputation of the | is not in this House, and cannot speak 
country, were the price the nation had | for himself. He is not now a member 
to pay for having the Colonial Secretary | of the Stock Exchange. He is only a 
in the Cabinet, and allowing him to | sleeping partner in the firm to which 
interfere in South African affairs. He! he formerly belonged, and he takes no 
did not intend to move the motion of | part whatever in the business. 

which he had given notice, declaring that | ; , os 
the gold set of the Transvaal should; Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (continuing) 
be the first security for the loan, as it | said he was nevertheless a member of the 
would be impossible for the Chancellor | firm still. How could the Chancellor of 
of the Exchequer to accept it. The | the Exchequer hope to saddle these mine- 
mine owners, who engineered the war, | owners with the cost of the war or compel 
in order to introduce slave labour into | them to pay any portion of the cost of the 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 
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war at all? The right hon. Gentleman | 
had not even been able to saddle the, 
Chartered Company with the cost of the | 
Jameson raid, owing to the political | 
weapons which the mine-owners could 
use against the Government. He wished 
to show to the House and to the country | 
the true meaning of the annexation 
proclamation which took place in the 
Transvaal twelve months ago. Its effect, 
whatever its motive might have been, 
was to exempt the Transvaal mines from 
the payment of any portion of the in- 
demnity. In every war it was the rule 
that the defeated country should pay 
the indemnity, but the Transvaal had | 
now been annexed, and the entire cost 
would have to be borne by the citizens 
of the British Empire. That was the 
meaning of the annexation proclamation, 
which was merely theatrical bombast to | 
benefit Rhodes, Beit, and Company, and 
the foul gang to which they belonged. 
Why did the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
not fulfil his promise to make those 
gentlemen pay ? The Government were 
coerced by those mine-owners, who pro-| 
moted the war for their own gain, and 
the Government were now protecting | 
the interests of those men at the expense | 
of this country. He was aware that 
it was to the interests of the mine-owners 
that the burden of the war should be) 
taken off their shoulders, but surely that 
was not the interest of the people whom | 
the Government represented and whose | 
servants they were. He did not wish to | 
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a pistol in his hand, and the Colonial 
Secretary had to do everything he told 
him. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is notinorder in discussing that question. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said an 
attempt had been made to diminish and 
conceal from the public the real value of 
the mines in the interests of the mine- 
owners, and he thought he was quite 
justified in stating what had been publicly 
held and asserted as to the influence 
which the mine-owners exerted over 
the Government. Was it not a matter 
of the greatest importance that men 
in President’s Kruger position should 
state what had been held and openly 


asserted by Mr. Rhodes himself, that the 


Colonial Secretary had to do everything 


ithat Mr. Rhodes and the mine-owners 
‘told him. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! | 
have already told the hon. Member that 
he is not in order in alluding to that 
point. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL said that 
in order to benefit Rhodes and his gang 


_an improper valuation had been placed 


on the mines. He made the charge 
against Lord Milner that in the interests 
of the mine-owners and in order to 
exempt them from 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! This 








impute any unworthy motives to the jg not the occasion for the hon. Member 
members of the Government, but he|to make an attack upon Lord Milner. 
wished to state that the whole arrange: | The occasion may arise, but the matter 
ment of affairs in Johannesburg had | cannot be gone into on the Second 
ben engineered in the interests of the} Reading of this Bill. 

mine-owners and with a view to protec- | 

ting their interests. The leading mem-| Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL said the effect 
bers of the Beit and Barnato companies | of the Government policy had been to 
had been given the control of the mines. | introduce blackmail, and to place a wrong 
Mr. J. B. Robinson’s speech had already | value upon the mines. He wished to 
been referred to, but that gentleman also | enter his protest against this iniquitous 
wrote an important letter. He was one/ Bill, which was simply a measure to 
of the loyal friends of the Government, | mulct the people of this country in the 
but in January, 1900, Mr. Robinson in| cost of the war. It was an attempt to 
aletter in the Daily News showed what | shield from all consequences the guilty 
an enormous influence the owners of the| authors of the war, and the Chancellor 
Transvaal mines had over the Govern-| of the Exchequer had been obliged to 
ment. He said he had had an interview | depart from all his previous undertakings 
with President Kruger, and the president | that he would make the mine-owners 
told him that Mr. Rhodes, as far as the| bear their fair share of the cost of the war. 
mines were concerned, practically held’ He could only say that he had nothing 
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to reproach himself with in connection 
with this war, or the money matters 
arising out of it. He had voted con- 
sistently against every farthing of expen- 
diture, and although he was not able now 
to speak of the machinations of the war 
in the way he wished, he would take an 
early opportunity of doing so, and he 
would likewise in every way in his power 
protest against the vile and abominable 
system whereby the poor of the country 
were being mulcted to pay for a war 


provoked by the base and loathsome set | 


of men who had power and influence 
over the Government 


Mr. CLAUDE LOWTHER (Cumber- 
land, Eskdale) : I desire to call attention to 
the absence from this Bill of any mention 
of any contribution by the late South 
African Republies to the cost of the war. 


I do not consider that those sums to which |, 


frequent allusion has been made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and which 
are raised by Treasury bonds, at all repre- 


sent what we will be able to recover from | 


the two colonies, but in my humble 
judgment this Loan Bill does not 
anticipate any recovery of, the 
60,000,000 consols from jthe two 
colonies. I should like as briefly as 


Ican, if I am in order in doing so, 
to strongly urge upon the Government 
the necessity of determining and de- 
claring at the present moment that, after 
the two colonies have been justly and 
liberally administered, the surplus of the 
revenue should be devoted to defraying 
the expense of the war. It may be 
argued, and very likely it will be argued, 
that the surplus will be infinitesimal. 
Well, I quite agree that if the Report of 


infinitum to remain infinitesimal, unless 
i is the intention to tax unduly other 
industries in order to compensate for 
this extraordinary and incomprehensible 
leniency with which he has dealt 
with the greatest industry of the 
Transvaal—I__ refer to the 
mines. 


ment are guided by this philanthropic 


financier, speculators and contractors | 


absolutely wallowing in wealth--I can £5,000 ,000 a year, he proposes only to tax 
see the whole of Park Lane from one end | them to the extent of half a million. I 


Mr. Swift MacNeill. 


{COMMONS} 


Sir David Barbour is followed by the | of labour, by the abolition of mono- 


Government, the surplus is likely ad) 
| ment 


| tonnage of the crushings of 1898 would 
/'mean an additional £5,000,000 a year 
to the dividends. 
/mous saving, Sir David Barbour only 
gold | 
I consider Sir David Barbour’s | 
Report to be fundamentally unsound. 1) X OF { e 
can see in the near future, if the Govern- | in something like £500,000 a year ; this 





Bill, 


| to the other covered by enormous struc- 
tures vying with each other in vulgarity 
and ugliness, and I can see the people of 
England struggling, toiling, working still 
under the crippling burden of swollen 
| taxation, Nothing is further from my 
| mind than to advocate the imposition of 
| any taxation which could cripple industry 
or drive capital from the country. This 
would be both a childish and shortsighted 
policy ; but is it not a fact that the mines 
| were prospering and thriving under the 
late administration ? Was it not a fact 
_also that they were infinitely more heavily 
burdened than Sir David Barbour at 
| present advises the Government to tax 
‘them? [An Hon. Member: No] 
Well, apart from indirect taxation. | 
think, if my memory does not fail me, 
j that almost the last act of the Trans- 
vaal Government wes to impose a 
a tax of 5 per cent. on the gross. 
Now, a tax of five per cent. on the gross 
is equal to a tax of twenty per cent. on 
the net. I am perfectly well aware 
that this was not levied, but that was 
entirely owing to the outbreak of the 
war. I would remind the hon. Member 
who seemed to deny the statement | made 
that by the abolition of the dynamite 
monopoly the mines will benefit to 
the extent of half a _ million a 
year. The most competent judges 
declare that they have calculated 
that the effect of good and en- 
lightened government in the Transvaal 
will result in a saving of 6s. per ton in 
the working expenses of the mines. I 
mean that this diminution will be brought 
about by the suppression of the liquor 
traffic, by the cheapening of food 
stuffs, and the consequent cheapening 


polies and other fruits of good govern- 
too numerous to mention. A 
saving of Gs. per ton calculated on the 


In the face of this enor- 
proposes to advise the Government to 
put a tax of ten per cent. on the profits. 
Now, a tax of ten per cent. would bring 


means, briefly, that whilst the mines are 
benefited by the war to the extent ol 
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magnanimity on the part of Sir David 
Barbour. 


rosity to the goldminers——means, espe- 
cially when it must be remembered 
every penny by which their burdens 
are relieved comes out of the pockets 
of the British taxpayers. It 
no doubt be argued that one cannot 
make bricks without straw. It will be 
siid that the people will be in a destitute 


and impoverished condition after the | 


war, and that it would be fatal and child- 
ish to levy any taxation, or expect them 


to contribute to the clearing off of the. 


war debt. Well, I do not ask for the 
immediate payment of any specific sum ; 
all I ask is that, after the country has 
been liberally administered on the lines 
the Government wish it to be adminis- 
tered, any surplus should be devoted to 
paying off the war debt until the last 
penny has been paid. I believe if this 
suggestion were adopted it would not 
have an unwholesome effect on the 
many landowners who are at present in 
arms against us, and they would not be 
so anxious to continue a hopeless and 
inane resistance to the tune of a million 
and a quarter a week. If I had time I 


would talk at some length on the assets of | 


the Transvaal, and I should point out its 
enormous undeveloped wealth. I could 
talk of undeveloped gold fields in almost 


every district; I could talk also of its | 


riches in coal and other ores, which 
doubtless the Government will do every- 
thing in their power to develop, as it will 
lead to the establishment of great iron 
works and steel foundries, just as the 
development of the wealth of the mines 
will lead to the establishment of a great 
system of agriculture. It is because I 
know the assets of the country and its 
colossal undeveloped wealth that I 
would urge vpon the Government to 
devote (after the wants of the Transvaal 
have heen satisfied) all surplus revenue 
to lightening the burden of the British 
taxpayer. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I think the speech we 
have heard from the hon. Member is 
very instructive. I must say that I agree 


entirely with the views he has stated. 
He has expressed his surprise that the 
terms proposed are so lenient towards the | 
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should like to know the meaning of this | 


will | 





Bill. 


proprietors of the gold mines, 


834 
but I 


‘think that is unreasonable, because the 
I should like to know what | 
this generosity--this stupendous gene- | 


proprietors of the gold mines are the 
only taxable community at present. The 
Government will not have at present 
any population upon which they can rely 
either to provide for the finance of the 
war or for the administration of the 
country. Therefore, the British admini- 
stration there is practically in the hands 
of the gold industry. Now, sir, under 


these circumstances, it is extremely 


natural that they should be dealt with 
with remarkable tenderness. The hon. 
Member has talked of Sir David Bar- 
bour’s Report. Well, when I suggested 
the other day that we might discuss that 
matter upon this Bill, the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer pointed out that this was 
not the occasion to discuss it, because Sir 
David Barbour’s Report does not deal 
with the £60,000,000 of Consols, but 
deals with the sum of £55,000,000 raised 
last year on terminable annuities. I 
desire myself to follow the suggestion 
made by the right hon. Gentleman and 
not to discuss that Report, which has a 
most material bearing on the finance of 
the British taxpayer. I shall take the 
opportunity of doing so on the Third 
Reading of the Finance Bill. The hon. 
Member who has just sat down said, what 
was perfectly true, that Sir David Barbour 
proposes that we shall at the present 
time fix a particular sum beyond which 
the gold mines are never to be charged. 
That is why he has fixed it only on the 
loan of last year, which is a terminable 
loan, and does not touch the loan which 
has been raised this year—wherefore I 
do not know. Supposing the gold mines 
do receive the extension which some 


believe they will, why in the world, 


according to the showing of Sir David 
Barbour, do they not pay towards the 
£60,000,000 as well as the £55,000,000, 
because it is an essential part of that 
Report that we should limit the amount 
that is ever to be asked for? Though he 
does not pretend that there is any surplus 
now, Sir David Barbour proposes that we 
should keep the thing in view, and that we 
should raise £3,000,000 by the simple 
process of borrowing money on British 
security and paying off treasury bills. 
The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 


‘down says that Sir David Barbour’s 


Report shows no surplus out of which 


there is any conceivable chance of 
2H 
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any contribution whatever being made 
now or hereafter; and, although I believe 


that the hon. Member was entirely sound | 


in the principle that if there ever should 


be a surplus this dominant gold interest | 


should be called upon to contribute 
towards the cost of the war, I am afraid 
that, for the present, at all events, that 
is*more or less an academic discussion, 
because the prospect of any surplus here 
or hereafter which would be applicable 
to such a purpose is chimerical. I am 
not at all sure that the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer, from the very moderate lan- | 


guage which he used in his speech on 
the subject, has not also come to that 
conclusion ; at all events. he reserves for 
a more fitting occasion the examination, 
in the interests of the British taxpayer, of 
how much towards the cost of this war 
the British taxpayer is expected to pay in 
the future. I think there will be a little 
astonishment when we come to consider 
what is going to be the cost to the British 
taxpayer after that peace is established 
which was said to be established last 
October. So far from receiving a con- 
tribution to the loan which we are going 
to vote to-night, it will, I am afraid, be 
found that the administration will require 
either additional taxation or additional 
loans. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) said that 


the hon. Gentleman opposite had can- 
vassed a little in detail the Report of Sir 
David Barbour, but he thought the hon. 
Gentleman had hardly done justice to all 
Sir David’s recommendations, because he 
said that while he would advocate a loan 
of three millions guaranteed by this 
country, it was not only or mainly to 


that source that they should look for the | 


purpose of recovering from the Transvaal 
and the Orange River Colony the cost of 
the war. Hon. Members who had 
spoken had, perhaps quite naturally, 
referred almost entirely to the gold 
mines. He could not follow them very 
much, because he never had a gold mine 


share, and had no interest in any mine. | 


But so far as he had been able to read 


what had been written on the gold mines, | 


he believed that when we had established 
British supremacy in that country the 
gold, iron, and other mines would be of 
almost unlimited value. Therefore Sir 
David Barbour had pointed to a most 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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| powerful source of indemnity for this 
war when he suggested that a tax of 10 
per cent. should be levied on the profits 
of these mines. He did not for a moment 
suggest that 10 per cent. was enough— 
perhaps it ought to be 20 per cent.— 
but, at any rate, when British supremacy 


was peacefully and firmly established in 
these regions, as much as possible should 
be extracted from them, and as little as 
possible should fall upon the British 
taxpayer for the cost of the war. The 
interesting speech of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite did not seem to him to be rele- 
vant to his Amendment, nor did the 
Amendment (which he did not move) 
seem relevant to the Bill. The hon. 
Gentleman divided his speech, so far as 
_he could make out, into two parts. In 
ithe first place, he lamented that the 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer had _ not 
raised more taxation towards the cost of 
the war, and in the second place he 
deplored that the expenditure of the 
country had increased to such a great 
extent. He was not going to argue 
these questions, because his contention 
was that it was not on the Second 
Reading of the Loan Bill they ought to 
discuss the expenditure of the country. 
| The Chancellor of the Exchequer was the 
Beene of the Government responsible 
for the expenditure on the Army, the 
Navy, the relief of agricultural rates, and 
all the other grievances which hon. 
| Members opposite had against the 
'Government ; but when the House of 
Commons had passed that expenditure, 
it surely must follow that the money 
should be raised. Therefore he could 
not see how it could be relevant to the 
Second Reading of the Loan Bill to dis- 
cuss whether we had spent too much on 
the Army or the Navy, or whether we 
ought to have gone to war in South 
Africa. If these issues were to be raised, 
he was quite sure His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and most of their supporters, 
would not be in the least afraid to meet 
their adversaries on these issues. He 
came to the question as to whether a due 
proportion of the expenditure had been 
| raised by taxation. Well, he did not 
‘think hon. Members had followed the 
| short commitments of this country to 
redeem the expenditure which had been 
incurred for this war. A very interesting 














tl 
CO 
H 
ho 
eV 
ho 
eal 
cel 
his 
cell 
une 
Atr 
mal 
of 1 
and 
com 
only 
put 
Fun 
seril 
to ra 
Cease 
Func 
tion 
fore : 
when 
he di 
the ( 
any ] 
from 
could. 
the ir 
man 
mitme 
after { 
tion of 
had ol 
largely 


*Mr. 
E.) ga 











836 


r this 
of 10 
rofits 
yment 
ugh— 
ent.— 
emacy 
ned in 
should 
ttle as 
sritish 
The 
Jeman 
e rele- 
d the 
move) 
> hon. 
far as 
s. In 
at the 
id not 
cost of 
ace he 
of the 
. great 
argue 
tention 
Second 
ight to 
yuntry. 
was the 
onsible 
ny, the 
‘es, and 
h hon. 
t the 
ouse of 
iditure, 
money 
>. could 
; to the 
| to dis- 
uch on 
ther we 
South 
e raised, 
Govern- 
porters, 
to meet 
ies. He 
er a due 
ad been 
did not 
wed the 
intry to 
rad been 
teresting 








837 Loan 


{4 JuLy 1901} 


Return had been moved for by the hon. 





Bill. 838 


' Eskdale Division in his interesting speech 


Member for Exeter, which he would sum-| had brought before the House the 


marise in two lines. This country was 
committed to repay £30,000,000 in 
1910 ; £10,000,000 in 1903 ; £14,000,000 
in 1905 ; and £21,000,000 at periods of 
for six or twelve months from March 
last. He was not going to do what his 
friends on the Treasury Bench had too 
often done—attempt to forecast when 
the war was to cease. But if their most 
sanguine expectations were to be realised 
as to when the war would cease he would 
be more than satisfied, and he was sure 
the country would be rather suprised 
if we were able to pay off that £75,000,000 
at the dates to which the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer had committed the 
country. [Sir WILLIAM Harcourt: 


Hear, hear.] He saw that the right 
hon. Gentleman shared his opinion. But 
even if he were wrong, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman were wrong, what on 
earth was there to prevent the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer—and he hoped 
his right hon. friend would be then Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer—to apply the 
unexpected reversions from the South 
Airican regions being applied auto- 
matically and lawfully to the redemption 
of the permanent Debt of the country, 
and which he certainly would like to see 
commenced as soon as possible? The 
only limit which, personally, he would 
put on the reoperation of the Sinking 
Fund was the limit which was circum- 
scribed by its being no longer necessary 
to raise loans. From the month the war 
ceased he did hope that the Sinking | 
Fund would be once more put in opera- 
tion in the way it had been done hereto- 
fore ; and which he, for one, was sorry 
when it ceased. He wished to say that 
he did not believe that the right hon. 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
any idea of refraining from recovering 
from South Africa all that he legally 
could, and he was quite sure that it was 
the intention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to redeem these short-dated com- 
mitments, and as soon as possible there- 
after to apply his hand to the redemp- 
tion of all the Debt which circumstances 
had obliged him so unfortunately and so 
largely to increase. 


| 
| 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
for the | 


E.) said the hon. Member 


taxation of the mines, Another question 
which should be pressed was the levying 
on the South African Chartered Com- 
pany whatever contribution that com- 
pany was liable for on account of the 
Jameson raid, as an asset of the 
Transvaal Government now taken 
over. He wished to say a few words 
on the policy of this Bill. The essential 
point was that it was a permanent 
addition to the National Debt; and 
if no one else challenged that policy, 
he would take a division upon it. He 
challenged the principle of a permanent 
addition to the National Debt, and if 
there was any justification for that 
attitude he found it in the words of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer himself, 
who had told the House in 1899, and on 
the Budget in 1900, in various forms, 
that he would never be a party to a per- 
manent addition to the National Debt, 
that the borrowing should be of a tempo- 
rary character, and that the country 
should face in a reasonable time the duty 
of meeting the expense of the war. Now, 
however, they were face to face with a 
different policy as embodied in this Bill. 
It was impossible to dissociate the ques- 
tion of expenditure from the nature and 
character of the Bill. It was perfectly 
obvious that the Bill had taken the form 
it had because it was found that the 
national expenditure had increased so 
as to absolutely swallow up the war taxes, 
and that, even if there were no war, a con- 
siderable deficit would have to be faced. 
Therefore the Bill was not only a proposal 
to saddle the national resources with a 
charge of sixty millions in addition to 
other charges, but it also opened up a 
vista of similar Bills in the future, unless 
they enforced the great lesson of national 
economy. 

He took the greatest exception 
to the excessive amount proposed to 
be raised by loan. He would invite 
hon. Members to consider the seriousness 
of the proposal now before the House. 
He did not deny that the emergency was 
a great emergency, or insist that it would 
be possible to materially reduce the 
volume of the loan proposed to be raised ; 
but they ought to bear in mind the warn- 
ing which the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer addressed to the House last 
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year. The right hon. Gentleman said, 
referring to loans :— 

“There is nothing more comfortable or 
more agreeable or more easy for a Chancellor 
of the Exchequer than to adopt this policy of 
borrowing ; but it is the duty of a Minister, 
and especially a Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
not to mind what is disagreeable or what is 
unpopular if he believes it to be right. And 
in my belief, if we adopted such a course as 
this we should be unworthy of the country 
and of those who have gone before us. We 
should be taking the first step in the path of 
systematic deception of the people, which, if 
followed, could but end in financial ruin.” 

These were words of enormous weight 
and importance. Last year eight 
millions was borrowed in the form of 
Treasury Bills at a comparatively high 
rate of interest, as much as £4 3s. 11d. 
per cent. in some cases. ‘The country 
then at any rate faced the responsibility 
of clearing off those various loans. Ex- 
chequer bonds were also issued for a 
specified time, and with a definite warn- 
ing to the people of the country that it 
was their duty to take measures to cléar 
them off within a_ reasonable time. 
They were now, however, face to face 
with a situation in which the expenditure 
had outrun the revenue of the country, 
and threatened year by year to outrun it 
more and more ; and they had a policy 
of permanent addition to the National 
Debt. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
seemed to speak with a great deal of 
hesitation and doubt with reference to 
the duration of the war, but the right 
hon. Gentleman made a_ passionate 
appeal to his own followers to support 
him in trying to realise some sort of ex- 
pectation that at some period or another 
the process of economic reduction of 
expenditure and of provision for the re- 
moval of debt would be undertaken. 
He called the Budget without hesitation 
a cowardly Budget, although he did 
not condemn the right hon. Gentle- 
man for it. It was rather fashionable 
nowadays for one party in the House to 
suggest leaders for the other party. He 
himself did not consider that was a 
very desirable fashion to follow. But 
he sometimes wondered, if fortune had 
placed either the right hon. Gentleman 
or the late Lord Randolph Churchill in 
the position of Prime Minister, whether 
they would not have had something more 
worthy of the Conservative traditions 
of the days of Sir Robert Peel than 


Mr. Channing. 
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the financial policy of the past few years. 
The Budget was exactly what the right 
hon. Gentleman himself condemned last 
year. It was a policy of concealment. Just 
as they had had concealment of disasters 
in South Africa—concealment of actual 
sieges in progress for months of which 
they had only heard from private friends 
of British officers and soldiers suffering 
great hardships, not a word of which 
reached this country, so also the facts in 
that Budget were sought to be hushed 
up. They made believe that the country 
was not going to pay those sums, just as 
they made believe that the foreigner 
would pay the export duty on coal and 
that the sugar duty would make no 
difference in the Budget of the rural 
cottager. In the same way the policy 
of loans was a policy of deliberate decep- 
tion. It was perfectly useless to say that 
a loan was not a tax. Doubtless a great 
many people imagined that it was not ; 
but, in his opinion, a loan was the worst 
form of taxation, because it was taxation 
in a form which enabled the Government 
to imperceptibly and silently add_ to 
taxation in a way which the taxpayers 
could not fathom, and because it fell on 
posterity, who were in no sense respon- 
sible for the expenditure they would be 
called on to pay, and which was imposed 
on them without their will, and who 
might be expected to have many other 
burdens of their own to meet besides. 
He could, he thought, almost call the right 
hon. Gentleman himself as a witness of the 
truth of what he said—namely, that if 
they had a continuation of Conservative 
Administrations and _—_ Conservative 
Budgets such as they had had, posterity 
might be reduced to a condition of abject 
poverty, in which they would find it 
hard enough to meet the demands placed 
on them. 

There was another objection to the 
loan policy. It was an_ indirect 
dole to realised property. If direct 
taxation were levied, of course, realised 
property would pay a fair share. 
But a loan was placed upon a basis, on 
which a large proportion of the repay- 
ments was taken out of taxation, raised 
in much heavier proportion on mer- 
chants, farmers, labourers, and all the 
industrial classes of the country than on 
realised property. They were imper- 
ceptibly shifting the burden of that 
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gigantic expenditure, not only from the | 


present taxpayer to the future taxpayer, 
but also from the wealthier taxpayer to 
the poorer taxpayer. There was another 
aspect of the loan policy which he thought 
should be brought before the House, and 
that was that when exceptional expendi- 
ture was met by loan they were really 
imposing a direct tax on labour. That 
was one of the grounds on which all 
great economists had condemned the 
policy of loans. It was only when a loan 
was drawn from capital which was a mere 
superfluity, and had no means of being 
usefullyemployed, that a loan ceased to be 
a direct tax on labour. John Stuart 
Mill argued that to have recourse to a loan 
meant not only imposing a direct tax 
on labour, but meant also  saddling 
the community in perpetuity with the 
interest and the cost of clearing off the 
debt in addition. His objection to the Bill 
was very largely that he considered it to 
be one of the first of many other Bills of 
the same kind, and he thought that an 
opportunity should be taken to lay down 


some lines of intelligible protest on- 


rational grounds against that policy. Was 
there ever a moment in which available 
capital ought to be more concentrated 
in useful and productive work, and in 
developing the industries of the country ? 
Capital had been rushing back from 
America, because America was now rich 
enough to pay off its indebtedness to 


England, an indebtedness the annual 
payments upon which came to this 


country in the form of cheap food and 
cheap raw materials to help our pro- 
duction. A great part of that returning 
capital had been swept into the expendi- 
ture on the war, instead of being thrown 
into productive channels for the develop- 


ment and improvement of the enterprises | 


of the country. 


There was another feature of the) 
present situation which was very 
striking. A few years ago they were 


not more proud of anything than that 
they were the banker nation of the 
world, and that they supplied capital, not 
only to their own industries, but to indus- 
tries all over the world. What was the 
situation now? The right hon. Gentle- 
man had placed much of his loans with 
American capitalists, and after the pre- 
sent year they would actually be paying, , 
as a sort of tribute to American capital, | 
about half a million a year in interest on | 
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loans. Look at the result of that policy. 
The tremendous fall in securities must 
have almost impoverished many families, 
must be absolutely ruinous, far in excess 
of any death duties, in the realisation 
of estates, and that enormous fall, 
which amounted to hundreds of millions, 
was very largely due to the policy of 
having recourse to loans, which lowered 
the national credit. What was the out- 
look for the future? He recollected 
an admirable speech delivered in this 
House two years ago by a distinguished 
economist, Mr. Leonard Courtney, in 
which he dwelt on the possibility of a 
collapse of our trade, which was then in 
its heyday. They had read ad nauseam 
articles about the decrease in British 
trade, but he himself took them all with 
many grains of salt. He thought the cal- 
culations were misleading, but the main 
feature of the case was that other nations 
had come up to them, and had begun to 
outrun them all over the world. British 
trade was in an extremely difficult 
position, and a policy of extravagance 
in expenditure and of having recourse 
to loans was a reckless and dangerous 
policy at such a time. The right hon. 
Gentleman appealed to a Return obtained 
by the hon. Member for Poplar to show 
that a larger proportion of war expendi- 
ture had been obtained from taxation 
than was generally supposed. He ven- 
tured to say that that statement was 
essentially misleading- The first item 
which was supposed to be provided out of 
revenue was the surplus of 1899-90, 
amounting to £9,335,000. He thought 
it was somewhat audacious for the right 
hon. Gentleman to claim that as a contri- 
bution from taxation towards the cost of 
\the war. That taxation was levied before 
the war was ever heard of. It was a 
| surplus, and it was pounced upon and 
diverted from the purposes to which it 
might be legitimately applied—namely, 
the reduction of taxation or in increasing 
the advantages of the country. It was 
not a tax levied for the war, but was a tax 
improperly diverted to the war. Then 
they had £9,100,000 from the Sinking 
Fund, which was simply another form 
of borrowing, whether they looked at it 
capitalised, as an addition of about 200 
millions to the National Debt, or as an 
annual borrowing of about 44 millions. It 
was not taxation levied on the people of 
the country for the purposes of the war. 
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What he argued was, although it | the war and bringing it to a satisfactory 


might to some at the present moment be 
regarded as almost quixotic, that they 
should raise a larger proportion of the 
money required out of taxation. He 
would have been glad to have seen a 
considerable increase in the income tax, 
because it would put the cost of the 
rar on the right shoulders. He did 
not agree with the theory which had 
been advanced that those who sup- 
ported the war, or had _ expressed 
an opinion favourable to it, ought 
therefore to be held responsible 
for paying for it. They should regard 
taxation as the duty of every man, what- 
ever the responsibilities of the country 
might be, and he therefore entirely 
repudiated the theory of responsibility 
because of opinion. His contention was 
that, as a matter of principle, they 
ought to have borrowed less and 
taxed the country more heavily ; 
and with regard to borrowing, instead 
of the principle of adding permanently 
to the National Debt, they ought to 
definitely and clearly within the Bill lay 
down that the loan should be repayable 
in a certain definite period. He in- 
tended in Committee to move an Amend- 
ment limiting the period for which the 
loan was to be obtained, and he should 
do so on the arguments laid before the 
House by the right hon. Gentleman. 
If the right hon. Gentleman would 
boldly face the situation next year, and 
face his friends in that spirit which 
animated his own mental conclusions, 
and insist on adequate taxation in order 
to form the basis for redeeming these 
loans, then he would retrieve the repu- 
tation he had deservedly won as Chan- 
eellor of the Exchequer, and would 
confer a great advantage on the country. 
In conclusion, he would distinctly protest 
against the policy of adding permanently 
to the National Debt. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York) said the hon. 
Member who had just sat down had 
indulged in a great many prophecies, 
and had denounced in language, not 
wanting in vigour, the policy of loans 
for the purposes of the war. He should 
like to bring the hon. Member’s state- 
ment to a precise test. Did he or did he 
not object to supplying the necessary 
money for meeting the expenditure on 
Mr. Channing. 


conclusion 2 


*Mr. CHANNING said that he had 
never himself personally voted one penny 
for supplies for the war, nor had he given 

a single vote against supplies. His 
reasons for doing so were that he thought 
it would be cruel and unfair to the troops 
in South Africa to withhold supplies. 
At the same time any vote in favour 
of supplies might be taken as expressing 
approval of the policy of the war, from 
which he conscientiously dissented. 





| *Mr. BUTCHER said he was extremely 


obliged to the hon. Member for his most 
lucid explanation as to the motives 
which prevented him from voting at all. 
He could only gather that the hon. 
Member had successfully carried out the 
policy recommended to him by his leader, 
which was to avoid committing himseli 
to any course on this or any other ques- 
tion, to remain in a somewhat uncertain 
state of equilibrium on the fence, and not 
to come down until he was forced to. 
If the hon. Member objected to the pro- 
vision of adequate expenditure for the 
carrying on of the war to a successful 
conclusion, he was opposed to the vast 
majority of the people of the country, 


and to the vast majority of hon. Members, 


i} 


including some of the most important 
hon. Members opposite. The question 
should be argued on the assumption 
that the country and the House were 
determined to supply sufficient resources 
to the Government to carry the war 
through. Considered from that basis, 
he should like to analyse the meaning 
of the hon. Gentleman’s speech. The 
hon. Gentleman complained that too 
much money was being raised by loan. 
|He assumed the only alternative was 
‘taxation. [Mr. CHANNING: Hear, hear.] 
| He gathered that that course met with 
'the hon. Member’s approval. Did he 
| propose to raise sixty millions by taxation, 
'and if he did, why did he not tell the 
| House how that additional revenue was 
| going to be obtained ?- The hon. Member 
referred to the income tax, but it would 
require a 4s. or a 5s. income tax to raise 
sixty millions. He did not know whether 
the hon. Member was prepared to 
advocate that course, but if he was 
he would find very few supporters 
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It was really idle to suggest that 
sixty millions additional revenue could 
be raised by taxation. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had apportioned, in a 
manner which was satisfactory to the 
House, the amount of expenditure which 





was to be raised by loan and by taxation. | 


It could not be said that the country 
had not provided large sums by 
taxation, and therefore a proposal to 
raise sixty millions additional by loan 
was one which could not be accepted. 
There was one point upon which he 
thought the House would be found to 
be in substantial argeement. He _ be- 
lieved that the majority of the House, 
at least, thought it right, and were deter- 
mined, if they could, to get from the pro- 
perty and revenues of these new colonies a 
proper proportion of the cost of this war. 
Another point in which they were in 
substantial agreement was that it was 
impossible at the present moment to lay 
down the exact amount which their con- 
tribution should be. But, if they were 
to believe the statements of Sir David Bar- 
bour and Mr. Bleloch as to the resources 
of these colonies, it was obvious that 
they had great potential resources upon 
which this contribution could be levied 
in the future, even’ as the resources of 
the colony had been made to contribute 
to the Boer Government in the past. He 
desired that the colonies should contri- 
bute towards the expenses of the war, but 
they would not be able to contribute 
immediately, and he thought that if the 
Government could get at the present 
moment a formal declaration from Par- 
liament that it was the fixed intention of 
Parliament to levy this contribution as 


soon as the Transvaal could pay, our | 


position in South Africa would be much 
easier in the future. If we, in the 
future, without any such declaration 
having been made, asked these colonies 
to contribute, we should be met by 
the most determined opposition by 
those interested in the gold-mining 
and other kindred industries, and also 
by those in Cape Colony whose interests 
were bound up with those of the 
Transvaal and Orange River colonies. 
Moreover, we might have 
difticulty with foreign Governments 
whose subjects invested their capital in 
developing the resources of 
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| ceeded to tax their industries. 


some | 


those | 
countries if we, without notice, pro- | 
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He could 
foresee great difficulties in such a state 
of things, and, therefore, he thought that 
Parliament should give a formal assur- 
ance that it was the intention of Parlia- 
ment as soon as the condition of the 
Transvaal and the Orange Colony permits 
of it, to levy on them for a contribution 
towards the cost of the war. It was true 
that a declaration had been made by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer of his intention to do 
something in this direction, and the 
statement in his Budget speech might be 
taken as a binding declaration on himself; 
but, after all, such a declaration would 
not be read in the Transvaal, where they 
did not read Hansard, although they 
might read Acts of Parliament. It was 
for that reason that he pressed for a 
declaration of Parliament as to the course 
which the House proposed to adopt. He 
thought that was only fair to the colonies 
and ourselves, and those who had assisted 
us in this war, from which we should 
derive great benefit in the future. 


*Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) 
gathered that the object of the preceding 
speaker, as of one or two other speakers, 
was to get as much as he could out of the 
mines. This was a laudable object, and 
one that would receive support from 
both sides of the House. In setting 
themselves to this purpose, the Govern- 
ment would need all the support they 
could get, because the process of getting 
money from these mineowners would, he 
fancied, be very much like getting blood 
out ofastone. [Cries of ‘Why ?”] These 
mine owners were at the present moment 
the only great political power left standing 
in South Africa, because all other political 
life had been destroyed. They repre- 
sented the power of organised wealth, 
which was at present the greatest power, 
unfortunately, not only in South Africa 
but in this country, as in most other 
countries of the world. It would, there- 
fore, be a tough job to make them pay 
what they ought to pay, and place upon 
them their due share of the burden of 
taxation. It was a sign of grace, he 
thought, that hon. Members on the 
other side of the House should want to do 
this. It showed that they had a 
feeling somewhere at the back of their 
minds that the mine owners had done 
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something to bring about the war, and 
that they ought to be made to pay. In 
this sentiment he cordially concurred. 
He did not say they should be made to 
pay more than they could bear, but the 
proposition to tax them at the rate of 
10 per cent. on their profits was to his 
mind wholly inadequate, and in this 


connection he reminded the House 
that the Rhodesian gold mines 
paid at a very much higher 


rate—50 per cent. of the profits, he 
believed. ‘That was the example set by 
a great capitalist. There was a proverb 
about setting one malefactor to catch 
another. He paraphrased the words, 
and did not wish to press the analogy 
too far, but on the same principle we 
might look to the owners of the diamond 
mines in order to see how best to get 
the money out of the owners of the gold 
mines. Granted that we were to get 
all the money we could out of the mines, 
what were we to do with it? Were we 
to put the money into our own pockets ? 
On what principle were we to do this ! 
It would be levying a war indemnity 
on our own colonists and _ fellow- 
subjects. Where should we _ find 
a parallel to such a proposal? When 
they went to war with 
country and conquered it there were 
two courses open, either to restore 
the independence of the country 
and levy an indemnity for the cost 
of the war, or to annex the country, 
in which case no indemnity could 
be levied. He disputed the whole 


principle on which hon. Members pro- | 


posed to proceed, and when they con- 
sidered the matter he thought they 
would see the total injustice of their 
proposal. 
just, nor politic, nor practicable. South 
Africa had not toomanysources of revenue 
as things were, and he did not suppose 


that, except on gold, any considerable|}that much of 
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revenue—a much larger revenue per- 
haps than ordinary resources would 
supply—and where were they to get 
this revenue except from the gold and 
diamond mines ? ‘Thus from every point 
of view—of justice, expediency, and policy 
—we must abandon the notion that 
we were going to get the money for 
this war out of the gold of the colonies, 
If we were to relieve ourselves in the 
future in any degree from the enormous 
burden of this war—if in addition to pay- 
ing sixty millions this year we were not 
to pay sixty millions next year and 
the year atter—we should turn our 
thoughts in some degree to the question 
of policy and to the mode in which 








we could attach these colonies to us. 
If we were to extract any good out of 
this gigantic evil, we should turn our 
minds to the question’ of settlement, 
and to giving to these brave people 
|some sort of government that should 
appear to them to be tolerable. Unless 
we were prepared to go on paying, 
paying, paying, we should have to do 
it. It we were going to do it we should 
do it at once and stop the war. It would 
be as easy now as hereafter. There was 
nothing to show—there had been no 





another 


It was, in his opinion, neither 


proof offered that the enemy in the 
‘field, if they were offered such terms 
'even as Lord Kitchener offered, would 
| not accept them gladly, and thus release 
/us from our present horrible position. 
|For all these reasons he trusted that 
‘the proposition to levy a war indemnity 
‘on our colonists would be forthwith 
abandoned for ever, and that the House 
| would turn its thoughts to the more 
| profitable occupation of devising some- 
thing like a rational government, caleu- 
lated to bring these newly annexed 
| countries into real accord with us. 





HICKS BEACH: I think 


the speech of the 


Sir M. 





amount of revenue could be raised! hon. Member had only a very indirect 
out of the two new colonies for a long | bearing on the question actually before 
time to come. He presumed hon.|the House. He dealt with the future, 
Members realised that when this war | at any rate, rather than with the present. 
was over these devastated colonies would | No one suggests that it is possible at 
require some sort of revenue, and that|this moment to exact any contribution 
the only chance almost of the stability | from the Transvaal or Orange River 
of any future settlement was to bring | Colony towards the war expenses. ] 
about some system of federation. He | said so plainly in introducing the Budget; 
was glad hon. Members approved. That | a proposal of that kind must have refer- 
being so, the country would require aj ence to the future, and I have already 
' 


Mr. C. P. Scott, 
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stated that this is a subject which | 
will have our most careful attention. | 
But when the hon. Member suggests | 
that it really rests with us to put an end | 
to the war at this moment by renewing 
the terms offered by Lord Kitchener 
for the acceptance of the Boers, and 
that therefore the expenditure which | 
this loan is intended to meet is unneces- | 
sary expenditure, I can only meet him | 
with a complete contradiction. If 1 
had received notice that this subject 
was likely to be raised, I could have 
read to the House a telegram which 
we have received from Lord Kitchener 
containing a statement which was being 
published in the Transvaal by the Boer 
leaders to the effect that they will be 
satisfied with nothing but their inde- 
pendence. 


Mr. DILLON: (Mayo, E.) 


was the date of the publication ? 


What 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The tele- 


gram came a day or two ago. 
*Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Why was 
it not published ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I imagine 
that it will be published. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: From whom did 


it come 2? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: From the 


leaders of the Boers in the Transvaal. 


' sols 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) : 

In the Manchester Guardian of June 5th 
there is a letter of General Botha to his 
burghers informing them of his negotia- | 
tions with Lord Kitchener, in which he 
stated— 
“for the information of all officers and 
burghers, that he had informed Lord Kitchener 
that we were fighting merely for our inde- 
ae which would never be surrendered 
y us.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : It is open to | 
hon. Members to say that these terms 
ought to be granted, but they are terms 
which the people of this country will not 
grant, and they are very far indeed from | 
the terms which Lord Kitchener offered | 
to the Boers some months ago. There | 
have been many speeches delivered in | 
the course of this debate, dealing with | 

| 
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various aspects of the general subject, 
some of them devoted to a criticism of 
the Bill. The hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire and the hon. Member 
for West Islington, who commenced this 


| debate, devoted most of their observa- 
tions to the subject of the loan, but 


both of them dwelt on a matter 
which has no connection with this loan 
at all—namely, the general expenditure 
of the country and the great increase 
in our ordinary expenditure. 1 welcome 
the hon. Members as allies in criticism 
upon the ordinary expenditure, and if 
the hon. Member tor West Islington can 
persuade the House to deal with the 
matter to which he referred by rejecting 
the Report of the Committee for provid- 


‘ing additional accommodation for the 


House of Commons—and can induce 


_hon. Members to refrain from expending 


£30,000 in more dining-rooms and 


}accommodation of that kind, I should 


heartily welcome his support. But | am 


-afraid that, as a rule, we do not find 


these views generally shared by hon. 
Members. I wish to point out to the 
House that this Bill has nothing what- 
ever to do with the ordinary expenditure 
of the country. It is purely a Bill for 
a loan for the purpose of the war; and 
it is essential that it should be regarded 
and, if necessary, criticised in that way. 

The hon. Member to whom I 
have referred and others have blamed 
me for making this a permanent 
loan, for borrowing by way of Con- 
instead of increasing the Un- 
funded Debt. I explained in intro- 
ducing the Budget my reasons for 
that course. I admit that it was con- 
trary to the views which I had expressed 
inthe past in very different circumstances. 


|When we were borrowing ten, twenty, 


forty, or even fifty millions we were able 
without much difficulty to borrow by 


| way of temporary loans, and | adhered 


to that course as long as it was practi- 


/cable for the reason | have stated more 


than once. But, having increased the 
Unfunded Debt to the extent of 
£67,000,000 for the purposes of this 
war, it was practically impossible to con- 
tinue further in that course. It was 
necessary to revert to the course adopted 
by my predecessor at the time of the 
Crimean War, when much smaller funds 
had to be provided, and to add to Consols. 
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In that way we obtain our money more tively small incomes, I do not think the 


cheaply, although, of course, it is a more 
permanent form of borrowing ; but it 
was absolutely necessary, having regard 


to the amount of Unfunded Debt we, 


have already borrowed. 
accused of having borrowed too much 


in proportion to the amount raised by | 


taxation. Of course I am aware that hon. 
Members opposite have expressed that 
view more than once this session. Some 


Then I am, 


of them have a perfect right to express | 


that view, because they have voted for 


the additional taxation which I have | 
also imposed, and that when the income 


asked the House to impose. The hon. 
Member for North Norfolk told us that 
he had voted for every new tax, and |] 
was going to include the right hon. 
Member for West Monmouth, but I 
have a ‘recollection that there was one 
tax which he did not agree with ; but 
when I come to the hon. Members for 
West Islington and East Northampton, 


| 


who have opposed every proposal I have | 


made for additional taxation, it is a little 
hard——. 


“*Mr. CHANNING: I voted for the 
income tax, and repeatedly expressed 
my opinion that it ought to be increased. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I beg the 
hon. Member’s pardon ; I should have 
said indirect taxation. I think it is 
a little hard that}those hon. Members 
should reproach me with not having 
raised enough by loan, and tell me that I 
should largely increase taxation. How 
can I do so in accordance with their 
views! The hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire suggests that I should 
have added to the income tax. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I do not urge that 

the whole should be raised by taxation. 
I object mainly to the permanence of the 
loan, and that so large an amount 
should be raised by loan. 


*Sirk M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
quite understand what the hon. Member 
means. When he has thought what 
the effect would be of adding 2d., 
3d., or 4d. to an income tax of Is. 2d. 
already, not on large capitalists, not on 
very wealthy persons, but on the great 
mass of the taxpayers, persons of compara- 


Sir M. ITicks Beach. 





hon. Member would seriously argue that 
any large proportion of the £60,000,000 


‘could or ought to have been obtained 


by an addition to the income tax. 
But my finance has been compared in 
this respect unfavourably with the 
finance of the Crimean War. What 
happened at the time of the Crimean 
War? The income tax was raised to 
ls. 2d., and afterwards to ls. 4d., in the 
£. But I wish the House to remember 
that at the time that that was done 
large additional indirect taxation was 


tax stood at those figures the direct tax- 
payers were not burdened as they are 
now with very heavy death duties, 
while on the other hand payers of 
indirect taxation were taxed to the 
extent of 1s. 9d. per lb. on tea and 20s. 


| per cwt. on sugar—two very different 


taxes from those I have imposed. Why, 
my humble proposal to maintain the tax 
of 6d. in the lb. on tea was resisted by 
hon. Members opposite as if it were a 
terrible infliction on the working classes, 
and when I proposed 4s. 2d. a ewt. on 
sugar how loud was the outcry against 
it! If I had made that 4s. 2d. 20s. in 
the ewt., the tax which was levied by 
Sir George Cornewall Lewis at the time 
of the Crimean War, and acquiesced in 
by Mr. Gladstone, what would they 
have said then about my interfering with 
the necessaries of life and the comforts 
of the poor? This outery, that of the 
cost of the war more ought to have been 
raised by taxation and less by loan, from 
hon. Members who have opposed all the 
taxes I have proposed, is a dishonest out- 
ery, and I do not think it necessary to 
dwell further on it. 


A great deal of the evening’s debat® 
has been taken up with the process of 
cooking the hare before we have caught 
it. Almost every hon. Member who has 
spoken has dwelt at more or less length 
on the question of how much of the large 
debt, now amounting to £127,000,000, 
which we have had to incur on account 
of this war should be imposed on the 
Transvaal and the Orange _ River 
Colony. I do not think I can be accused 
of concealment or misrepresentation 
on this matter. I have expressed 
throughout my opinion that a consider- 
able portion of the cost of this war should 
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be imposed on the Transvaal. 
opinion was expressed when the cost of 
the war appeared likely to be a mere 
trifle as compared with what it has since 
become. I pointed out to the House a 
year and a half ago that the large in- 
crease in the cost made it, of course, 
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That | 
Islington, is that the Transvaal can bear 


impossible for us to expect that anything | 


like the proportion would be recovered 
from the Transvaal which might have 
been expected, when it was thought 
that the cost of the war would be com- 
paratively small. But I have through- 
out said that in my belief it was the just 
and proper course that, when peace had 


been made, and when the country had | 


settled down, and was in a position to do 
it, suitable provision should be made to 
repay us some of the expenditure which 
we have incurred. We have had three 
different views on that matter expressed 
in the course of this debate. The hon. 
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evening by the hon. Member for West 


nothing at all. Itake my position between 
those views. I haveadmitted that at the 
present moment, and for some time to 
come, until peace is restored, the country 
settled down, and the full course of the 
mining industry resumed in the Trans- 
vaal, nothing of this kind can be obtained 
from the Transvaal. That is clear. I 
stated it when introducing the Budget, 
it appears in Sir David Barbour’s Report, 
and there can be no question about It. 
But Sir David Barbour’s Report cannot 
fairly be described, as the hon. Member 
for Islington described it to-night, as 
depriving us of all hope of getting any- 
thing back. Sir David Barbour shows 


that the Transvaal has immense mineral 


Member for the Leigh Division of Lan- 


cashire was quite vehement in his opposi- 
tion to the justice of imposing any such 
burden on the Transvaal. I must say 
that that is an extraordinary doctrine, 
and I cannot understand how the hon. 
Member for South Donegal, who is most 
anxious to recover some of the cost of 
this war from the mines, could possibly 


hon. Member for Leigh. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I do not 
know that I ought to interrupt the right 
hon. Gentleman. I did acquiesce in the 
views of the hon. Member, and this is 
the apparent contradiction. You 
nexed the Transvaal, but you annexed 
the Transvaal in order not to tax the 
mines. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : That is not 
my view of the case. 
Justice nor policy would direct us to the 


wealth, which was being rapidly deve- 
loped before the war, and which certainly 
in peaceable times and under a pure 
Government will be more rapidly deve- 
loped. Sir David Barbour suggests cer- 


tain fiscal reforms with a view to making 


life cheaper and easier in the Transvaal, 
removing taxation from articles of food. 
adjusting the import duties, imposing 
taxes on transfers of stock, and imitating 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite with 


; ee : card to the death duties, all of which, it 
acquiesce, as he did, in the views of the | regard to the death a 


appears to me, are very wise reforms. But 
I am not going to pledge the Government 


‘or myself to any particular course with 


an- | 


'to that. 


regard to them this evening. 
Mr. LOUGH : What about the police 7 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : Lam coming 


My right hon. friend the 
Secretary for the Colonies has stated 


| that. we accept the main principles of 


'Sir David Barbour’s Report. 
I felt that neither | 


course advocated by the hon. Member | 


for Leigh. Then there were two other | 


views. One is that the Transvaal has 
illimitable wealth in the favourite mines 
of the hon. Member for Donegal, and that 
therefore it can bear, some have said 
even as much as the whole cost of the war, 
but at any rate a very large sum towards 
it. The other view, which has been ex- 


pressed on more than one occasion by the | Very well. 


| 


| 


What. 
are those main principles? That in 
order that the Transvaal may really 
flourish, industry should be liberated in 
a fiscal sense. That surely is a policy 
which it would be wise and right to 
adopt. Secondly, as my hon. friend the 
Member for the Eskdale Division said, that 
all reasonable expenses of the Transvaal 
administration must be met before you 
can talk of obtaining anything from the 
Transvaal towards the cost of the war. 
The cost of the Transvaal 


right hon. Member for West Monmouth- administration unquestionably at first 
shire, and which was expressed this | will be very large. 
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Mr. LOUGH : That is the point. 
*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: 


doubt rightly so ; everyone can see that. 
Therefore the question as to how much 
of the cost of the war can be obtained 


And no} 
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| been practically assented to already by 
the acceptance of the resolution em- 
| powering the Government to raise 
| £60,000,000 by an issue of Consols, 
‘and, of course, as that has been raised, 
|there can be no question, whatever 





from the Transvaal Is not one, as It) might happen to the Government, that 
seems to me, and as Sir David Barbour | Parliament would be bound to meet 
states, that can be definitely settled at the obligation. I would just say one 
the present moment. I should be most 'word with regard to the suggestion of 
foolish if I were to attempt to state/ my hon. friend the Member for York, 
to the House to night how much’ Ye js anxious that there should be 
we consider the Transvaal can event-| some declaration made by Parliament— 
ually pay ; that must depend on the] ‘suppose in the form of a clause or 
history of the future, on the peace- preamble in a Bill, though he does not 
ful development of industry in the suggest it in this Bill particularly—by 
Transvaal, and on circumstances which | which it should be clear that we intend 
cannot now be foreseen. But I can to impose a reasonable portion of the 
assure my hon. friend the Member for | cost of this war on the Transvaal. Well, 
the Eskdale Division that we are as ag far as regards this Bill, in my opinion, 
sensible as he can be of the wealth that jt would be entirely out of place, because, 
isin the Transvaal, and of the possibilities | ag | pointed out when introducing the 
of contribution when expenses have been Budget, there is £67,000,000 of Debt 
met. There is one point in Sir David redeemable at various short periods before 
Barbour’s Report about which I confess, the £60,000,000 raised by this Bill would 
speaking for myself, I feel very consider- come up for redemption. I do not think 
able doubt. It has been alluded to in it is likely that anything could be 
the debate to-night, and therefore I | obtained from the Transvaal beyond 
think I ought to mention it. He has | that £67,000,000, and therefore I do 
suggested a tax on the profits of the not see that any useful purpose would be 
mines, a very wise suggestion in itself— | served by the adoption of the suggestion 
I say nothing as to the percentage— of the hon. Member for York. 
because that form of tax will press most 
lightly on the mines that are least ableto| Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT: In Sir 
bear taxation, and more heavily on the! D. Barbour’s Report it is proposed that 
rich ones. To that I think we shall all the Government now should fix the 
agree. But Sir David Barbour also) maximum which under no circumstances 
points out, while he anticipates that a| the Transvaal should be asked to exceed. 
certain sum will be raised by this form of 
taxation, that the mines would benefit’) *Sirp M. HICKS BEACH: Oh, yes; I 
by even a larger sum from the abolition think it would be quite right that a decla- 
of the dynamite monopoly. Sir David ration on that subject should as soon as 
Barbour, I think, has been a little tender possible be made by the Government, 
in that matter. Certainly in considering but I am speaking of a suggestion to 
what taxes should be imposed in the | embody something of the kind in either 
Transvaal we should have to bear that this or some other Bill. 
point in mind, and take care that, 
while not doing anything that will) Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT: There 
hinder the development of the mining | is no limit. 
industry, fair taxation shall be imposed 
on the mines, so that whatever profit 
they may derive from the abolition of no statement on that point to- 
the dynamite monopoly shall certainly | night. I do not think the time has 
be considered in the new taxes that are| yet arrived, but when the time comes 
to be put on them. /such a declaration should be made in 
I do not know that there is any other | such a manner as to give public know- 
point I need go into. I would venture | ledge of the view that we take of the 
to remind the House that this Bill has | subject. All I will say now is that 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I make 
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nothing of the kind in an Act of Parlia- 
ment can possibly bind the future. There 
js a curious instance of that in the Irish 
Church Act of 1869. There was a great 
deal of debate at the time of the passing 
of that Act as to what should happen to 
the Irish Church surplus, and strong 
views were entertained that it should not 
be dealt with in this way or that. Par- 
liament took the trouble to pass a section 
to the effect that the surplus should be 
appropriated mainly to the relief of un- 
avoidable calamity and suffering. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 
gave it to the landlords. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: To which 


section not the slightest attention has 


And you 


ever been paid by Parliament from that | 


day to this. You cannot bind the hands 
of Parliament in future by a declaration 
of this kind. 
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All I ean assure the House | 


of is this, that we share Sir D. Barbour’s | 


view that it is necessary as soon 
as possible to make a clear statement as 
to what is intended, and that will be 


made at the proper time by my right hon. | 
friend the Secretary of State for the) 


Colonies. 


Sir ROBERT REID (Dumfries 
Burghs): I have read Sir D. Barbour’s 
Report with the greatest care, and I say 
that no man of business, after that 
Report, would expect a financial firm 
to advance any sum of money worth 
mentioning upon the prospects there 
revealed. Those prospects are stated in 
such doubtful and ambiguous language 
that, even assuming all Sir D. Barbour’s 
anticipations to be correct, the thing lies 
in the most remote future. We shall be 
making a very great mistake if we expect, 


or lead the country to think, that we are | 


going to get anything at all out of the 
Transvaal towards the cost of this war. 
It is much better to take up a perfeetly 
plain attitude. I wish with all my heart 
that we could get the whole of the cost 
of the war from the mines. Believing, 
as I do, that the people connected with 
the mines had a painful share in the 
causes which led to the war, I am the 
more inclined to entertain that opinion. 
But look for a moment at the situa- 
tion as disclosed by Sir D. Bar- 
bour’s —_ Report. I speak from 
but [I am certain I am 


memory, 





| realise the fact. 
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correct in stating that his view is that 
when the war is over and industries are 
recommenced, both the Transvaal and the 
Orange River Colony will be insolvent, 
and that the revenue will not be adequate 
to meet the expenditure. Not only so, 
but he says the Transvaal will not be 
able to pay for its own administration 
and its share of the police. Every penny 
of the cost of the army of occupation will 
have to come out of the pockets of the 
people here at home. In regard to the 
Orange River Colony, according to the 
Report, the case is the same, or even 
worse. It is obvious that we have upon 
our hands as the fruits of this most 
unfortunate war two insolvent Republics. 
[‘* No.”’] They are insolvent in the sense 
in which any man of business under- 
stands insolvency. They are not able 
to meet the ordinary current expenditure 
belonging to them as States administered 
by a responsible Government. That is 
the unhappy position in which we find 
ourselves. It is far better that we should 
Let hon. Members look 
at the figures for themselves in the same 
way as they would look at the balance- 
sheet of any business undertaking, and 
see whether what I say is not true. I 
know that high hopes have been enter- 
tained and expressed at elections and 
elsewhere that the cost of the war would 
be reimbursed to this country. It is a 
delusion. It is only one more of those 
anticipations which have proved to be 
erroneous in the course of this contro- 
versy. This country will not recover one 
penny of the cost to which it has been put 
by this lamentable war. Leaving out 
altogether the question—the one political 
resource which remains to us in the 
British population out there—of whether 
they would be content to remain under 
tribute to this country in order to repay 
the cost of the war, the fact is that these 
two States are not able to pay their own 
way, and will not be able to do so for some 
years to come, and we shall have to find 
not only the cost of the war, but a con- 
siderable sum of money for purposes of 
administration. 


Mr. DILLON: Remembering the 
course of previous debates on this. 
subject, the discussion to-night has 
been exceedingly amusing. Even in the 
speech of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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there was an element of uncertainty 
as to the repayment of a portion of the 
cost of the war by the Transvaal. A 
very different tone pervaded his speech | 


from that which we have heard on | 
previous Loans Bills. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that the time and the | 


amount of such repayment by the Trans- | 
vaal depend upon circumstances which | 
nobody can now foresee. I venture to 
say that they will depend upon the good- | 
will of Mr. Robinson and Mr. Rhodes. 
Everybody can foresee what their views 
on the subject will be, and, as sure as 
this war is carried to what has been 
described as a satisfactory result, Mr. 
Robinson, Mr. Rhodes, and the Consoli- 
dated Gold Mines will rule the Transvaal. 
When you come to assess upon the Trans- 
vaal a large sum of money as a 
tribute for this purpose, what will be 
the political situation? The whole 
of South Africa will be solid against 
such a proposition. The goldminers, 
headed by Mr. Robinson and Mr. 
Rhodes, will lead the opposition, and 
the Uitlanders, on behalf of whose 
liberties you undertook the war, will 
join in. Where will you look for any 
support? You will not get it from Cape 
Colony or Natal, because they will see 
that every pound taken from the Trans- 
vaal is so much loss to their trade. From 
the Zambesi River to Cape Town you will 
have South Africa united for once in its 
history upon the principle of no taxation 
towards the expenses of this war. The 
argument will be, ** What ! tax your own 
subjects, whose country has been devas- 
tated, and whose industry has been 
interrupted by an Imperial war under- 
taken for the preservation of the Empire ? 
Why not tax Canada, or New Zealand, 
or Australia, who are equally part of the 


Empire, but who have not suffered 
industrially by the struggle?” It is a 


deliberate deception of the House of 
Commons—not on the part of the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, but on the part 
of the Government and those who know 
‘South Africa—to seek to entice the people 
of this country to stagger along under an 
ever-increasing burden in the belief that | 
a part of the burden will be shifted to the | 
shoulders of the South African people. | 


The right hon. Gentleman seemed sur- | 
prised that there should be Members on | 


Mr. Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


| week. 
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| these benches who shared the views which 
|have been so eloquently and forcibly 
expressed by the hon. Member for the 
|Leigh Division. I share those views, 

On the day you issued the proclamation 
annexing the Transvaal and the Orange 
Free State you forfeited all right to 
claim a war indemnity. A more inde- 
fensible proposition could not be imagined 
‘than that of levying a war indemnity 
upon your own fellow- citizens, who then 
will be struggling to get on their legs 
once more. If the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could devise some machinery 
by which he was able to get hold of Beit 
‘and others, who have erected palaces in 
Park Lane, and make them disgorge some 
of their ill-gotten gains I would heartily 
support him. But these Ge sntlemen are 
far too slippery and oleaginous to pay 
any tax you may put on the gold mines. 
Every one of these great operators, who 
have been responsible for the war, by 
a process of unloading and repurchasing, 

will make enormous sums out of the 
war, just as they sold out “* Chartereds ” 
at £7 before the raid, and let the ignorant 
public carry the shares when they were 


reduced to £3 by their operations. No- 
body need imagine that these great 


Stock Exchange operations—the cleverest 
and most unscrupulous the world has 
ever seen—are going to be hit by such a 
tax. The outside public, the small share- 
holders, who are the dupes in these great 
operations, will bear the burden. After 
the debate of to-night I trust that the tax- 
payers of this country will see clearly 
that they will have to bear this burden, 
and that all this talk about the glories of 
the Empire is all very fine for the pur- 
pose of after-dinner speeches and Cana- 
dian poets, but when it comes to cash 
the inhabitants of these islands are the 
people who must pay the bill. 


There is another point to which I wish 


- | to draw the attention of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. 
| thing more germane to this subject than 
| the question of the duration of the war. 


There cannot be any- 


which is now costing £1,500,000 per 
Again and again during the two 
| years which this miserable war has lasted 
we have urged upon the Government 
| that it was their duty, even from the 
point of view of the British taxpayer, to 
place before these unfortunate men still 
jn the field against us the terms upon 
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which the Government are willing to give | 
them peace. It is a barbarous method | 
of conducting warfare that when a 
civilised nation has got the best of it the 
victorious country should not place before 
the enemy the terms upon which peace 
can be concluded. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said if he had had the 
least notion that this question would 
have been raised he would have brought 
down a telegram he had received quite 
recently from Lord Kitchener. This 
seems to be the only important telegram 
Lord Kitchener has sent during the last 
three months. Why has this telegram 
not been published, for I understand that 
it was received some three days ago? I 
will recall to the memory of hon. Mem- 
bers an incident which occurred at the 
beginning of the session. A Member of 
the Government declared, when pressed 
upon this subject, that Lord Roberts had 
a year ago, before last Christmas, sent 
word to General Botha that he was 
willing to meet him, and General Botha 
said that he would not meet Lord Roberts 
on any conditions except that the inde- 
pendence of the two Republics should be 
recognised. I asked for the text of those 
negotiations, and after perusing the 
correspondence [ found that there was 
not one word of truth in the statement, 
for General Botha never mentioned the 
terms, and the conference broke down, 
because General Botha required seven 
days to communicate with his Govern- 
ment, and Lord Roberts refused him the 
armistice. The impression caused by that 
misstatement was not removed until the 
Papers were laid upon the Table. We 
hear now that some mysterious telegram 
has arrived from Lord Kitchener, which 
has not yet been published, in which he 
declares that the Boer leaders have pub- 
lished a statement that they would accept 
no terms except independence. I think 
we ought to have the telegram and all the 
documents bearing upon it communi- 
cated to the House and the public at 
once, for surely there is no subject upon 
which the House and the public are 
more entitled to early information than | 
upon the question of peace negotiations. 
Even if it should turn out to be true 
that the Boer leaders—— | 
-*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It shall be 


laid on the Table at once. | 
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Mr. DILLON: I hold that if the 
Government had _ published rational 
terms when Bloemfontein was occupied 
this war might have been ended a year 
ago. What a difference it would have 
made in the cost of this war, and in the 
difficulties of effecting a settlement here- 
after, if you had offered peace in accord- 
ance with the solemn statement as to 
what the original objects of the war were. 
Peace could have been made after the 
occupation of Pretoria. The Govern- 
ment have no right to contend that they 
have done their best*to make peace unless 
they can put before the people of this 
country some categorical plain statement 
of the terms offered to the Boer leaders 
other than those which were first doc- 
tored by Lord Milner and then by the 
Colonial Secretary, which were the only 
terms ever placed before the Boers. | 
oppose this Bill because I hold that this 
war has been prolonged by the action 
of the Government in not offering 
reasonable terms. 

There is another point in connection 
with this Loan Bill, and it is the policy of 
destroying the property in the Transvaal 
and Orange River Colony. This is a Bill 
to raise £60,000,000 for the continua- 
tion of the war in South Africa. That 
war has been prolonged mainly by the 
policy of farm-burning and devastation 
which has been carried on. Those of us 
who have followed closely the later 
history of this war are deeply convinced 
that the war has been prolonged by the 
exasperation which has followed the 
devastation of the country and farm 
burning. [Ministerial cries of ‘‘ No, no.”’] 
It is natural for hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to turn a deaf ear to what we say, but 
anyone who has read Lord Milner’s last 
despatch cannot doubt for a_ single 
moment that the policy of farm-burning 
has had this effect. Some little time ago 
a declaration was made in this House 
that the policy of farm-burning had been 
confined in the past to cases where 


treachery had been committed in the 
| particular farms burned, and it was said 


that this was not a policy of general 
devastation. It was further stated that 


'orders had been sent out to stop this 


policy of farm-burning. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member will bein order in discussing 
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the whole history of the conduct of this 
war. He is now going back for a longer 
period than that over which this money | 
is wanted, and he cannot do that. 


863 


Mr. DILLON : I thought I was strictly 
adhering to your ruling, because I only | 
alluded to that matter, not with the 
intention of going into the history of this 
policy of farm-burning, but to strengthen | 
my appeal for some specific declaration | 
on the part of the Government. [| 
assert, in the first place, that that policy | 
has been carried out, and is being carried | 
out, not as a punishment for individual | 
cases of treachery, but as a policy of de-' 
liberate wholesale devastation of the 
country. That is going on to-day in spite 
of all that the Ministers have said. I put | 
a question to the Minister responsible 
the other day, asking whether, as a 
matter of fact, within the last few weeks | 
one of the columns now engaged in | 
operations which have euphoniously been 
described as “ clearing the country ”’ had 
not been destroying farms, fruit trees, 
and agricultural machinery, nd_ the 
right hon. Gentleman replied “ Yes.” 
How are you going to prepare for the 
task of getting something from the 
country in the shape of a contribution 
to this war if you go on destroying pro- 
perty in this way? Not only have | 
valuable mills been blown up with dyna- 
mite within the last few weeks, but 
actually the very fruit trees have been | 
uprooted, trees which will take five or 
six years of careful cultivation to replace. 
The stock of the farmers has been taken 
and their property destroyed, and the 
whole country, so far as His Majesty's | 
troops can effect it, has been reduced to a 
howling wilderness. That is a disastrous 
policy from every point of view, because 
you are destroying the only asset upon 
which you can place taxes in the future. | 
How can it be imagined that any Govern- | 
ment can go to this howling wilderness 
and tax people after you have destroyed 
their property and devastated your own | 
land ? That is one reason why I protest | 
against this loan. But beyond all this, | 
by your policy of prolonging the war you 
have made these unfortunate men home- 
less wanderers, with no object except to 
to oppose your rule. 
General Botha, and General Smuts, | 
whose houses and splendid farms you | 


Mr. Speaker 


{COMMONS} 


your terms of peace. 
| vastation has recently been admitted by 


civilised warfare. 
| the plea of military necessity, to devastate 
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have burned and destroyed, are homeless 
wanderers whom you have deliberately 
made desperate, and who will not accept 
This policy of de- 


the Government. Up to a few weeks ago 
the Government tried to make out that 


this was only a policy of punishing indi- 


vidual farmers for treachery committed 
on their farms. Lately, however, it has 
been admitted that this policy is a delibe- 
rate policy of devastation, and I say that 
that policy is caleulated to ruinously 
increase the settlement of the future, and 
it will put the finishing touch to any 
prospect or chance of obtaining any con- 
tribution from the Transvaal or the 
Orange Free State towards the cost of 
the war. 

Finally, this is a policy which is exasper- 


ating the men in the field against you, 


and it is calculated to prolong the war. 
On these grounds I denounce this policy 
of devastation. What is the only answer 


| given to us on this question of devasta- 


tion? The answer is that it is justified 
by military necessity, that war is war, 


,and that there must be suffering to 
women and children as well as men. [ 


do not believe that this is good either in 
policy or as a military measure, but, 
supposing it were, how far would this 
plea carry you? Is it within the laws of 
war? I say it is most distinctly and 
clearly against the laws of war, and a 
more outrageous breach of the laws of 
war is not recorded in the history of 
You have no right, on 


the country and destroy wholesale private 
property. This is contrary to the funda- 
mental principles of warfare which have 


| been accepted for upwards of 100 years, 


and it is ridiculous to compare this 


devastation with the damage done to 


property in besieged towns. When a 
town is besieged the women and children 
must necessarily suffer in such cases, but 
it is not lawful to devastate and desolate 
a country inhabited by women and chil- 
dren and non-combatants under the plea 
of military necessity, and these acts are 
indefensible on the ground that they are 
contrary to the laws of civilised warfare. 

Let me turn from this question of 


Christian de Wet, | destruction and devastation to the inevit- 


able consequences of this policy, that is 
the concentration of women and children 
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incamps. This step has done more than 
anything else to prolong this war. I 
have had in my hands during the last 
two months a great many communica- 


tions which confirmed me in the belief | 


that nothing has contributed more 
towards embittering and prolonging the 
war than the way the women and 
children have been treated. I hold that 
this policy has never been successful 
whenever it has been tried, but, on the 
contrary, it has made peace more remote, 
and has enormously increased the expen- 
diture of the country after the war is 
over. It has been argued that this 
policy is not a breach of the laws of war. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I do not see how 
the question of the laws of war arises 
under this Bill. The hon. Member will 
not be in order in arguing questions of 
law, nor in going into the past history 
ot the war. 


Mr. DILLON: I respectfully submit 
that it is not past history, for it is now 
going on. Surely I am entitled, when a 
sum of money is asked for to carry on 
the war in a way which is contrary to 
the custom of civilised nations, to show 
that by so doing, instead of promoting 
peace, such a policy is prolonging the 
war and enormously increasing not only 
the present but the future cost. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
may deal with matters affecting the pro- 
longation of the war, but he cannot go 
into the question of the legality of the 
practices pursued by the generals in the 
war. 


Mr. DILLON: Then I will pass over 
the question of legality, and I suppose 
that I shall be in order in raising that 
question on the Finance Bill when we 
are voting money for the conduct of the 
war. I assume that I shall now be in 
order in saying something upon the ques- 
tion of the treatment of women and 
children in the concentration camps, for 
that is a policy which is now being 
carried out. Whatever difference of 
opinion there may exist as to the policy 
of these concentration camps, there ought 
to be no difference as to the wisdom— 
from the point of view of the Govern- 
ment, as well as from the point of view 
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of those who sympathise with the Boers 


—of doing everything that can be done 


|to mitigate the sufferings of those con- 


centrated in these camps. I raised the 
question the other day of the refusal on 
the part of the Government to allow 
charitable committees to apply money for 
the relief of those people who are at 
present in those camps, and the Secretary 
of State for War, for the second time, 
gave me the answer that he had no 
information upon this subject, and that 
he believed every facility was being given 
in this direction. I hold in my hand a 
statement sworn before a notary public 
in Holland to the effect that two grants 
of £300 each sent to Johannesburg at 
the time of the greatest possible distress, 
when the most acute suffering existed in 
those camps, were refused and they were 
returned uncashed. I again urge upon 
the right hon. Gentleman to extend his 
inquiries and to assure us that such pro- 
ceedings are not going on at the present 
moment. I feel all the more uneasy 
about this because I have noticed 
throughout the discussions in reference 
to these camps that there appears to be 
an extraordinary unwillingness to give 
information as to the real condition of 
things in these camps, and we are refused 
information to such an extent that we 
are forced to drag it from the Govern- 
ment inch by inch. In confirmation of 
the suspicion raised in my mind by this 
sworn affidavit a statement appeared in 
the Westminster Gazetle giving a shocking 
description of the women and children 
in these camps. The writer says that 
the food is quite inadequate for adults 
and the children die off very rapidly. 
He says that ten persons died from one 
farm, and that there are cases where 
every child in the family has perished 
chiefly for want of milk. And this 
occurred at a time when there was any 
amount of milk in Pretoria, where many 
children were kept alive in the camp by 
the distribution of condensed milk. 
About the month of April the military 
authorities withdrew the permission by 
which these necessities were distributed 
to the women and children. Is that a 
true statement ? I confess my suspicions 
on the matter have been greatly aroused 
by the extraordinarily confused and con- 
flicting statements given to me and my 
hon. friends by the right hon. Gentle- 
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man in reply to questions. One or two 
of the replies which he gave are proved 


to be absolutely at variance with the | 


facts which are admitted. 


What is the present condition of some of | many years. 


these camps? I takean authoritythe right | 
hon. Gentleman will not question. It is | 
from the Bloemfontein correspondent of | 
The Times, in a telegram of the 18th 
June, after the subject had been raised | 
in this House, and in giving fair weight 
to his statement one must remember | 
that it was published in the interest of 
the Government to meet charges made 
by hon. Members from these benches. 
He says— 

“The death rates per 1,000 per annum are as 
follows :—Brandfort, 74°64; Vredefort Road, 
162; Norval’s Pont, 69°96; Bloemfontein, 
383-16 ; Winburg, 103-2 ; Springfontein, 177-6; 
Heilbron, 25°92; Aliwal North, 34°92 ; Kroon- 
stad, 159°36; Harrismith, nil; Kimberley, 
166°8; and Bethulie, 49°56. The average for 
al] the camps is 116°76. This may seem high, 
but many reasons have conduced to this high 
rate, which is now rapidly decreasing. The 
Boers have never been used to living together 
in large numbers, and are absolutely without 
appreciation of the necessity of careful sanitary 
cleanliness. The women take but small care 
of their children. Another important point to 
remember in considering these statistics is that 
a very large percentage arrived at the camps 
absolutely ruined in constitution by the rigours 
of the later phases of the campaign, and the | 
severity of the weather at once found out these 
constitutions. 


Miss Hobhouse says that Aliwal had the 
good fortune to be under the guardian- 
ship of a most humane officer. The death 
rate at Bloemfontein is absolutely appal- 
ling. To sweep the population of women 
and children into these camps, and to 
leave them there under such treatment 
is nothing short of absolute murder. 
Here is a letter from the Rand published 
in the East London Dispatch, Port Eliza- 
beth, giving the facts in May, 1901. 
This is an Imperial and Loyalist paper 
in South Africa, and a most unimpeach- 
able authority from the point of view of 
the Government. The letter says—- 
‘*Sickness at the racecourse continues to 
play havoc with the infantile portion of 
the community gathered there. A morning 
without five or six funerals is somewhat 
unusual. Measles, pneumonia, and enteric fever 
figure principally on the bill. It isa big 
undertaking to make seven thousand people of 
all sizes, sorts, and conditions, keep themselves 
in thorough accord with modern sanitary con- 
ditions, more particularly if the circumstances | 
under which they are located do not in every | 
| 
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‘respect contribute to assist them in doing so, 
| The long iron sheds in which old and young 
| are housed try the strongest constitutions in 
| cold weather,. and this winter promises to be 
| about as cold a one as has been experienced for 
These irom sheds are open at 
both ends, and, the racecourse ground not 
being level, there is at the back an open space 
of two feet. Along the sides are two wooden 
balconies, one over the other, some eight feet 
wide. On these the inmates have to sleep side 
by side, most of them without bedding.” 


That is the condition of things in the 
month of May on the racecourse at 
Johannesburg. Although I have a mass 
of material I do not wish to take up the 
time of the House going through the 
details, but anyone who is interested in 
the matter can get absolutely impartial 
information in the report of Miss Hob- 
house, who has visited these camps. | 
have two extracts here from communica- 
tions which I believe to be absolutely 
authentic, and which carry home to 
one’s mind the horrid agonies of these 
people. Here is the. letter from a poor 
lady who was sent to the camp at Potchef- 
stroom. Itis dated 22nd May, 1901, and 
was sent to a married couple in Cape 
Colony. Although some hon. Members 
may laugh at some of the statements 
it contains, I confess that they touch 
me-— 


“‘T was.very much pleased to receive a letter 
from you, and thank you heartily for what you 
do for my dear husband, whom I love so much. 
I did not receive a letter from my husband 
since April of last year, when in the month of 
June they said that he was dead. From other 
people I learned afterwards that my husband 
was @ prisoner of war, and now, dear madam, 
they have taken me prisoner. On the 12th of 
May, on Sunday morning, as we were break- 
fasting, we received notice to be ready tomove by 
four in theafternoon. I spoke tothe general, but 
it was no use. I said to him, ‘Oh! I pray you 
shoot me dead now, for it is all the same 
whether I die here or in the camp.’ My 
children cried piteously. The officer came to me. 
He clasped his hands on seeing my beautiful 
house and the beautiful furniture, saying it 
was a pity that I had to be taken prisoner. 
He kissed my childrenand thought them so nice 
that he gave them some jam. May God grant 
me to keep them; so many grown-up people 
and children die here in the camp; sometimes. 
seven in one day. The doctor says it is because 
the quantity of food is insufficient and the 
quality of what is given is bad. If my hus- 
band knew all this he certainly could not live. 
I trust, my kind friends, that if you can be of 
any assistance to me, you are willing to give it. 
Is it possible that if I come to you at the Cape, 
either that you have got a room for me or that 
you took a little house for me? I have got 
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me for some time. It would befor me and my | 
children as well as for my husband a terrible | 
thing to die here. Oh! do take some trouble, 

please, before it is too late. The parson’s wife 

is going to the Cape too. It is impossible for her | 
to stay here. I have been allowed to take with | 
me some beds, bedsteads, and clothes.” 


In a postscript the lady says— 


“JT had already finished this letter, and we are | 
now going to sleep. Ina tent onone side, how- 
ever, we hear a child coughing; in another, | 
one or twogroaning and wailing ; then another, | 
again, vomiting. Oh! I do fear so much for 
my dear children ; they are accustomed to live 
in a new well-built house, and now we must 
sleep in an open tent.” 


What I draw the attention of the House 
toisthis. There is no complaint there of 
inhumanity against British officers, and 
I am bound to say thatin most of the 
letters I have received there is no such 
complaint made, though in some there is. 
There are some touching instances given 


in which the soldiers had fed and in other | 


ways shown kindness to the children. 

I am astonished at the way these 
matters are received in this country by 
people who differ from us on political 
questions. Picture women and children 
bundled into camps and dying onallsides! 


{4 Juty 1901} 
four bags of corn left, and other food to last | 


| the rations are not sufficient at all. 


The unfortunate people who survive will | 


cherish an undying bitterness towards 
you. The girls who are in the camps 
now will never forget these things, do 
what you will. They will be the mothers 
of the future South African race, and it 
is not by tens of millions that you will 
be able to estimate the cost of what you 
are doing in murdering these people. 
The first knowledge of life acquired by 
little girls amid the agonies of these 
camps will bear fruit in the future. Here 
is a letter from a Dutch nurse at Kim- 
berley—- 


' bringing this 


“The way in which the measles are raging | 


here is terrible, whereas almost all the children 
suffer from lung disease. on account of cold, 
bad food, and bedding. Warm clothing is much 
needed here. 
evening I suffer much from cold, and then 
think what these poor little fellows with hardly 
any stockings on their feet or clothes on their 
back must suffer. I live on rationsand receive 


The cold is intense here. Every | 


a cupful of ground coffee and a cupful of sugar | 


once a week ; it is understood that I get some 
meat every day, but they often forget to give 
It me. 


sent by a committee. He asked me whether I | 
received any salary from the committee; I| 
said ‘No.’ Hesaid, ‘Shall we give yousome | 
salary?” 


The major one day asked me how I | 
had got here, and I told him that I had been | 
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disinterestedly.” Some three or four days 
afterwards he came back and said, ‘Sister, I 


have received orders to pay 5s a day 
for food, as the rations are not sufti- 
cient for you.’ I shall be very glad to 


learn from the committee whether they have 
any objection to my accepting this money, for 
The dis- 
ease is spreading here day by day, and I should 
like to have another nurse with me. To-day 
a girl was sent to help me. How much I 


| should like to see God put an end to all this 


misery, for it is as bad as bad can be to have 
neither hearth nor house. There is an excellent 
German doctor here, who feels very much for 
his patients.” 

I could give innumerable other proofs 
that in a great majority of the camps 
at the present time there is a cruel and 
frightful state of things, and a mortality 
which, in my judgment, amounts to 
cold-blooded murder. The responsibility 
of the Government will be awful if they 
do not take measures to put an end to 
that state of things. If it be true, as has 
been stated to me, that the efforts to stop 
the state of things which exists by the 
Dutch committees, the German commit- 
tees, and the Dutch Government itself 
were paralysed, I think it is a most appal- 
ing instance of what men will doin time 
of war and under excitement. I have 
here a statement of the Secretary of 
State for War which I must read to the 
House, because it is to a large extent 
the justification on which we rely for 
matter so persistently 
before the House. On 25th April the 
Secretary of State for War said, in re- 
ferring particularly to the eamp--—- 


Mr. SPEAKER : If that is in the pre- 
sent session the hon. Member will not be 
in order in quoting. 


Mr. DILLON :I will only say generally 
that the Secretary of State for War in 
January and later on has assured me 
that the death rate at Johannesburg was 
not abnormally high. How ean he stand 
to that statement in view of the figures 
I have read, and how can he expect us to 
desist from pressing this matter on the 
attention of the House? In March last 
I was told that Lord Kitchener had 
informed the Government that the vast 
majority of the refugees in these camps 
had come there of their own free will, and 
that they had plenty of clothing. In 
view of the facts which we have since 


I said, ‘No, our work is done| then dragged out of the Government, it 
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is hard to ask us to trust declarations on 
the part of the Government. These state- 
ments were made at a time when things 
were at their very worst, and therefore 
I say that the Government have no right 
to complain if we bring forward this 
subject again and again until we receive 
some assurance that this cruel and 
abominable state of things has been ter- 
minated. I do not understand why the 
Government have made such a mystery 
about these camps, and why they do not 
allow them to be visited. 1 do not know 
whether the embargo has been taken off, 
but until recently very few people were 
allowed to visit the camps, and those 
who were allowed were under obligation 
not to reveal what they saw. I can see 
no object for that. Not being at liberty 
on the present occasion to go into det ails 
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not make outside. The crowning point 
of the speech of the hon. Gentleman was 
when he accused those in charge of these 
camps of murder and_ cold-blooded 
murder. The hon. Gentleman was not 
in his place now, but he could imagine 
that if he had been he would have said 
that his charges were not directed against 
the officers and soldiers but against the 
policy of the Government. He (Major 
Llewellyn) knew better than that. He 
read the papers and the speeches of 
these Gentlemen inside and outside the 
House and the letters they wrote to the 
papers, and their object was not to con. 
demn the Government itself, but to 
|condemn everybody who did not agree 
with them, and particularly those who 
were not able to answer for themselves. 
He thought it was a monstrous thing 





[ will only say in conclusion that so long | that those charges should be made by 
as the war is carried on by methods so} men who had not the pluck to go to 
cruel, and so unpolitic from the point of | South Africa and see for themse ves the 
view of the so-called Imperialists of this | condition of things instead of basing 
country, so long will we, the Irish | their diatribes on quotations from foreign 
Members on these benches, avail ourselves | or pro-Boer newspapers. They ought 
of every opportunity of pressing upon|to go to South Africa and see and 
the Government the iniquity of this! judge for themselves, and he would 
policy, and of resisting every proposal to | answer for it that from the Zambesi to 
obtain money to carry on the war. I) Cape Colony they would have a reception 
helieve that policy has resulted already | the warmth of which they would have 
in enormously prolonging the agony of | little to complain of. He maintained 
the war, and I believe it is responsible | that the officers and soldiers in South 
for tens of millions of money which have | Africa had carried out their duties as 
been spent. I believe that, instead of| humanely as it was possible to conceive. 
leading eventually, as we have been told) Some of these men were not only 
over and over again, to a stable equi-| comrades of his, but nearer than com- 
librium and a prosperous nation in| rades, and he knew that when they heard 
South Africa, you are sowing dragons’|the monstrous calumnies that had 
teeth, and you will raise a crop of armed | been heaped upon them they would feel 


men. |keenly on the matter. He had seen 

. | something of the management of these 
*Mr. LLEWELLYN (Somersetshire, camps. [A Voice FROM THE IRISH 
N. ) said that until the spe ech ot the hon. BENCHES: Whic h camps 4 He Ww ould 


Member for East Mayo he had not the | | speak of the camps at Port Elizabeth, 





slightest thought of intervening in the}Simons Town, Cape Town, and 
debate, but it was absolutely impossible | | East London, although he had _ seen 
for anyone with any self-respect to keep| others. He would compare the lot 


silent under the charges which the hon. 
Member had made against those who 
were not here to answer for themselves, 

who were thousands of miles away, and | 
who could not realise the full meaning 
of the charges made against our officers 
and soldiers. From the comparative 
security of this House hon. Members 
made abominable charges against our 
officers and soldiers which they dared 


Mr. Dillon. 


‘of the men and women who were in 
the camps with that of those who were 
|in charge of the camps. Last autumn 
he had been much struck with the care 
which the officers in charge had taken 
of the people in the camps. They were 
well looked after in every sense of the 
word, and were supplied not only with 
amusements but instruction. He had 
seen these refugees perpetually playing 
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cricket and] quoits, but our men had | but not only so, but they found it im- 
no opportunity of doing so. He had} possible to expend the £300 which they 
applied at the stores for quoits, had taken with them, except £10, which 
but was told that they were only| they laid out on some chairs. They 
available for the prisoners. At that time! expressed their thankiulness for what 
the troops were suffering from terrific | they had found in the camp, and declared 
gales and hot sand-storms, and their! that nothing more could have been done 


Loan 





tents were in ribbons. It was his duty 
to apply for more tents, but the reply 
was that there were none available. He 
pointed out that the prisoners had good, 
sound, roomy tents, but all the answer 
was, “None available for your use.” 
During the month of December there 
was undoubtedly a very strong and 
dangerous feeling throughout the 
colony in consequence of certain state- 
ments and stories most ingeniously 
circulated in regard to the ill-treatment 
of the women and children at Port Eliza- 
beth—the details of which he could not 
there enter into. But the result of these 
reports and misstatements was more 
dangerous and caused the greatest 
anxiety to those responsible for 
the peace and quiet of the country. 
Just at that time a gentleman who 
exercised a considerable influence on 
the inhabitants of the district of which 
he was commandant, and who was 
the minister of the Dutch Reformed 
Church, came to him, as commandant, 
and asked him whether it would be 
possible to have a committee formed to 
go to these camps and investigate for 
themselves as to the truth of the 
statements that had been made. 
Permission was granted, and a com- 
mittee of colonial Dutchmen, whose 
sympathies were altogether with the 
Boers, was formed, and they were 
accompanied by three ladies. They took 
with them £300, to spend on what they 
thought was necessary for relieving the 
reported starvation of the refugees in 
the camps. They had every oppor- 
tunity of seeing all that went on, and 
when they returned from their visit 
their report was read to a meeting in 
the Dutch Reformed Church, and pub- 
lished in the local paper. The reverend 
gentleman did him the honour to call 
upon him to repeat their report, 
which amounted to this: it altogether 
contradicted the stories that had been rife, 
and which had caused a great amount 
of feeling and suffering. The committee 
had nothing whatever to complain of ; 


for the comfort of the people there than 
had been done. All that was published 
|in the English written papers out 
there, but not in the Dutch papers ; 
and it was a_ great regret that 
these things did not find their way 
into the Dutch papers. The result 
was most pacific. It was with great 
satisfaction he had had many _inter- 
views with the chairman of that com- 
mittee, and he became perfectly friendly 
with him. All this was proof, to his 
mind, first of all, of the ingenuity 
|of evil-disposed persons, who were 
anxious to create and perpetuate strife. 
| Not only in the immediate neighbour- 
hood of the districts of which he had 
command, but in the whole of Cape 
Colony, was brought home to his mind 
more strongly than ever the deep 
regret which he and everyone else must 
feel that the whole of the circumstances 
were not known, that these stories were 
repeated and not contradicted ; that, 
worse than that, they were circulated in 
this country; and that, worse still, they 
should have been repeated in this 
House. These were his personal experi- 
ences, and he could assure the House 
that far from any hon. Gentleman 
| having a right to believe that our soldiers 
were guilty of cruelty and oppression, 
| they were most considerate in carrying 
out their difficult duties; they were 
| kind at home, and they were the same 
|men away, except that they were per- 
| haps even kinder there. It would 
| touch the hearts of hon. Members if 
| they saw the way in which not only the 
| officers, but the soldiers generally, did 
everything in their power to mitigate 
the sufferings which had been inflicted 
by the war, and the relations which had 
to exist between them and those with 
whom they had, unfortunately, to differ. 
He hoped hon. Members would think 
twice before they repeated stories which 
did such infinite mischief. By repeating 
them they were acting in an unfriendly 
and unfair manner to their countrymen, 
and, what was worse, they were en- 
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couraging our enemies, The worst! Folly.” He was not prepared to say 
enemies of this country at this moment) that that was a correct description of 
sat in this House. |them. He was prepared to believe that 

}at the time they were built they were 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON (Devonport) | considered necessary for the protection 
protested against the attack which had | of the country ; but, like other things, 
just been made upon the hon. Member military science had progressed, and in 
for East Mayo, and he protested the thirty years these forts had become 
more readily for the reason that he did | obsolete, and posterity, for the protection 
not agree with the hon. Gentleman in| of whom they had been built, had not 
the attitude he had taken up. It was only to bear the cost of their erection, 
only fair to say that the hon. Member but the cost of pulling them down. 
made no attack whatever upon the When he came to consider the reason for 
soldiers and officers engaged in this | the increase of the Debt, he was not pre- 
campaign; on the contrary, he had pared to say for certain that the war 
safeguarded himself by saying that he Could have been avoided. On_ the 
believed that in the main they were other hand, he was not prepared 
humane men. The effect of making a to say that proper efforts had been 
general attack upon him, as had been| made by those in charge of the negotia- 
done by the hon. Member who had tions to prevent it before it commenced. 
just sat down, was to burke the whole | But, whoever was to blame for it, whether 
question. They were now discussing 1% was inevitable or not, posterity was 
the Second Reading of the Loan Bill, ing to suffer and not to gain by the 
and although many indirect matters, Wat. Therefore, it was utterly unjusti- 
had been discussed at great length, fiable to saddle posterity with the expense. 
the main feature of whether this Bill, The hon. Member for East Northampton, 
was sound or not had been, so far as he Who had spoken from a strictly economic 
could see, been treated very slightly. | point of view, had pointed out, and had 
He had voted against every one of the enforced his argument bya quotation from 
proposals of the Chancellor of the Ex- John Stuart Mill, with whose principle 
chequer except the income tax, and he | eVery economist acquiesced, that when- 
should have something to say with ever a debt was incurred for an_unre- 
regard to the observations of the right |™unerative expenditure, such as this war, 
hon. Gentleman as to those Members who 2nd where the effect of that debt was to 
voted for the expenditure and against the Talse the rate of income, the whole inci- 
provisions made for it, and whose action dents of that debt fell upon labour, and 
he seemed to characterise as not strictly |labour alone; but the hon. Member 
honest. In his opinion, the very worst | omitted to go further and point out the 
of the bad financial proposals made this further fact that the sacrifices made by 
vear by the Government was the pro- labour in that regard did not accrue to the 
posal for the increase of the National | benefit ef the Chancellor of the Exche- 
Debt. There was no reason which | quer, but for the benefit of the capitalists. 
would justify a nation increasing its Under the circumstances he considered 
Debt, except upon the hypothesis that | it was altogether a bad form of taxation 
the expenditure for which the Debt was  t0 meet the expenditure the country had 
incurred was made for posterity as well | t© meet. He might be asked, if he ob- 
as ourselves. He held the view that | jected to theproposals of the Government, 
there could be no certainty that posterity | what alternative he had to offer. That 
would be benefited by any expenditure, | a™gument had been used by the Chan- 


Such a thing could only be assumed. | ¢ellor of the Exchequer, and it was 
This view had been forced upon him by | urged with something like vehemence 
_by the hon. Member for York. He 


the fact that a number of forts which | ; , 
had been erected in the neighbourhood | Was prepared with two alternatives. 
of Devonport and Plymouth in 1860 | They had heard a good deal of one alter- 


for the protection of posterity had lon | native, a still further increase of the 
been of no use, and had been levelled in | income tax, but one fact had been lost 


the last¥ten#years. Those forts were | sight of with regard to that. There was 
known by the name of * Palmerston’s| one economic objection to the income- 


{ 
Mr. Llewellyn. 
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tax, and that was that the man who{inglorious campaign. On 20th October, 


was making his fortune and saving his 
money paid it twice over—he paid it 
once when he was making it, and again 
in the interest on his investments. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
hon. Member would be in order in dis- 
cussing the merits of the income tax. He 
would be quite in order in urging that 
this money ought to be raised by taxation 
and not by loan, but he is not entitled to 
go into the merits of particular proposals 
of taxation. 


Mr. E. J. C. MORTON said that in that 
ease he would just mention the alterna- 
tives to which he was leading up. The 
balancing tax to the evils of the income 
tax was the death duties, and if the death 
duties were put up in the same proportion 
as the income tax had been since 1894, 


taking 8d. as the figure from which the , 


income-tax had been raised, the Govern- 
ment would obtain £10,000,000 a year 
alone. Another alternative was the 
taxation on the enormous value of land 
in towns, mining royalties, and other 
matters of that kind. Those two sources 
alone would bring in £20,000,000 a year, 
and if the tax was put off for a few 
years they would yield £30,000,000 or 
£40,000,000 a year. He made those pro- 
posals as a reply to the charge that hon. 
Members voted against proposals of the 
Government and had no _ alternative 
schemes to offer, and it was on that 
ground that he was prepared to take the 
somewhat extreme course of voting 
against the Bill itself, apart from any 
Amendments that might be made to it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, | 


E.) said he felt it his duty to take every 
opportunity of protesting against the war 
loan, for the reason that when the war 
first commenced he had _ protested 
against it. The hon. Member who had 
just sat down had advanced very strong 
reasons from his point of view against the 
Bill, and had stated that he considered 
it wrong from a financial point of view. 


The objection which he (Mr. Redmond) | 


had to it was that it was a War Bill, and 
‘a continuation of the policy of the waste 
of the blood and treasure of the people 


' 1899, when the war fever was in the 
_ascendant everywhere and everyone was 
told that a few millions would be sufficient 
for the expenditure, and a few months 
would be long enough to finish the 
war, when the House was distinctly 
told that the amount of £10,000,000, 
which was then asked for, would see 
the war through and would be quite 
sufficient to subdue the Boers and plant 
the British flag in the capitals of their 
country, he among others ventured 
to point out that if this country was 
determined to go on with the war, if they 
considered it to be necessary and in- 
evitable, it was necessary that they 
should at least reckon the cost of what 
they were doing, and that they should 
plainly understand that the policy they 
were pursuing would not cost the few 
millions they anticipated, but would make 
great inroads into the resources of the 
Empire, and would be reckoned not by 
tens of millions, but by hundreds of mil- 
lions. He well remembered the derision 
with which his words were received and 
the derisive laughter which came from 
the supporters of the Government, which 
rendered it difficult for his words to be 
heard at all. The words he used on that 
occasion were as true now as they were 
then, and he would say now that this 
latest loan which was asked for, this 
large sum of £60,000,000, would no 
more see this country through the war 
than the £10,000,000 which they asked 
for in October, 1899. As the Govern- 
ment miscalculated the cost then, so they 
were miscalculating the cost now, and 
the loan of £60,000,000, enormous 
though it was, which was to be autho- 
rised by this Bill, would not see the end 
nor nearly the end of the expenditure 
which the taxpayers of this country 
would be called upon to disgorge in order 
to carry through this wretched cam- 
paign in South Africa. 

English Members—Liberal and Tory— 
might perhaps feel themselves bound to 
support the Government with regard 
to this loan, but that was not the case 
with regard to the Irish Members. The 
Irish Members opposed the first loan of 

| £10,000,000, and they had this night in 
\the division lobby recorded their votes 





of this country and Ireland in prose-| against this provision of £60,000,000, 
euting a cruel and unjust and most | and whatever further loans might be 
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proposed they would also vote against, 
believing as they did that the money was 
worse than wasted, that it was not only 
spent without any hope of return what- 
ever, but on the contrary that the spend- 
ing of it would have the direct result of 
bringing more misery, more sorrow, more 
turmoil, and more trouble throughout 
the length and breadth, not only of South 
Africa, but England, and he was sorry 
to say Ireland as well. 

The hon. Member for North Somer- 
setshire referred with some heat to 
allegations which he said had been made 
from the Irish Benches with regard to the 
conduct of our soldiers in South Africa. 
So far as he personally was concerned 
he would say without hesitation that 
what he would describe as the hellish 
work that had been going on at the Cape 
was not and never had been the fault in 
any degree of the officers and men 
engaged in the campaign. There 
might be some who would say that 
men called upon for revolting work 
ought to throw down their arms and 
refuse, but when they were dealing with 
an army, whether English or of any other 
nation, the rank and file and the officers 
of that army were not the people to be 
in any degree primarily blamed for acts 
of barbarity which had been perpe- 
trated. The rank and file of the Army 
in South Africa had at times actually 
revolted at the work they had been called 
upon to do. He had read in the news- 
papers time after time private letters 
written by soldiers to their friends de- 
scribing the feelings of disgust at the part 
they were obliged to take in the burning 
of farms, the destruction of furniture, 
and the turning of helpless women and 
children out of their homes. It was a 
discredit and a disgrace to this country 
that men should be called upon to per- 
form such tasks as these, the primary 
blame for which had been cast not at the 
door of the Army, but at the door of those 
who directed it, and who encouraged 
this barbarous policy. The Government 
in this matter, when this policy was 
attacked, had cast the blame upon the 
Army, and had excused any outrage 
committed in South Africa on the ground 
that military necessities required it ; but 
the House was perfectly well aware that 
if the Ministers responsible to the country 
had allowed it to be plainly known that 

Mr. William Redmond. 
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| this poliey was not to be followed, it would 
/not have been entered into, and they 
| were aware that when the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon and others like him drew 
_attention to the matter the practice was 
| put an end to, and orders were given by 
the Government that the farms of the 
people should not be burned in the future. 
His case was not so much against the 
‘Army in South Africa as against the 
| policy of the Colonial Office and the 
Government at large, who had set the 
Army to do dirtier, more disgaceful and 
discreditable work than the army of any 
nation of the world had ever been called 
upon to do at any time. The hon. 
Gentleman opposite had stated that no 
complaint could be made with regard 
to the refugee camps, but the hon. Gentle- 
man had confined his attention to cer- 
tain camps in Cape Colony, and had not 
referred to any of the camps in the 
Orange River Colony. He asked the 
hon. Gentleman did he wonder, when they 
saw debates in this House followed by 
tangible results, that they raised debates ! 
He was not going into the general ques- 
tion of the camps, further than to say 
that they objected to two things which 
were defended in a half-hearted way at 
first, but which had now been put an 
end to. One was that in some of the 
camps the Boer women and children 
whose husbands and fathers and brothers 
were still fighting did not get as much 
food as the women and children whcse 
adult male relatives had surrendered. 
It was defended in a half-hearted way; 
| but the hon. Member for Carnarvon, and 
it would be to his eternal credit, exposed 
| that infamous policy—a policy of the most 
| contemptible character, which had never 
been indulged in by any other civilised 
nation. That policy was exposed in this 
House, and shortly afterwards it was put 
an end to, and they were now happy to 
know that, whatever might be the 
sufferings of the women and children 
in the camps, the dishonourable practice 
of half-starving those whose friends were 
still fighting had been put an end to, but 
not before it had been exposed in this 
House. Let not the hon. Gentleman 
delude himself into the belief that the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon or any 
hon. Member on that side put the blame 
for that policy on the shoulders of any 





of the officers or men in the Army. The 
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hon. Meinber knew perfectly well that 
the officers and men had nothing to do 
with it. Then it was stated that so far 
from the women and children in the 
camps being prisoners, and being badly 
treated, they were voluntary refugees, 
who had come thronging into the British 
lines to be fed, and imprisoned in camps 
surrounded by barbed wire fences and 
guarded by British sentries with fixed 
bayonets. Shortly afterwards it was 
alleged that the women and children 
were kept in the camps against their will, 
and could not leave if they wished, 
and the Secretary of State admitted that 
contention when he used in a reply to a 
question the word “release.” They 
asked the right hon. Gentleman what he 
meant by that, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man was then obliged to admit that the 
women and children were not free to 
come and go. The hon. Member for 
Carnarvon, a few Welsh Members, and the 
Irish Members exposed the matter, and 
what happened ? Only the other day 
the Secretary of State for War said that 


Lord Kitchener had now given orders | 


that all the women and children who had 
anywhere else to go to should be free 
to leave the camps and go their way. 
That was the direct result of action taken 
by hon. Members in the House, and when 
the result of their calling attention to 
those matters had been to remove to 
some extent the grievances they com- 
plained of, it was a little too hard that hon. 
Gentlemen, like the hon. Gentleman 
opposite, should get up and assume, or 
pretend to assume, that the action of 
his hon. friend was solely for the pur- 
pose of casting discredit on the officers 
and men fighting in South Africa, when 
he knew perfectly well that their action | 
all through was to release officers and 
men from a hateful work, which was not 
the work of soldiers or of men, or work | 
ever carried out by any other nation. 


How long was this mode of raising 
million upon million by loan to continue ? 
What would the Loan Bill be next year ? 
He was reading an account of the 1880 
Parliament the other day, and nothing 
struck him more than the figures of the 
Budget. He found that the expenditure 
was something in the neighbourhood | 
of 83 millions for the whole Empire, and, 
now, twenty-one years afterwards, they | 
had a Budget of upwards of 180,000,000. | 


{4 Juty 1901} 
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| What would it be next year? What 
| guarantee had they that they would not 
be called upon next year to vote another 
| 60 millions for the war? They would be 
‘told that long before that the war would 
be concluded ; but they were told that 
‘last year, when he himself expressed 
_ his absolute belief that in another year 
the position would be as complicated 
‘and as difficult as it then was. Whether 
they succeeded in ultimately disarming 
every Boer or not, even though no 
vestige of the Boer army remained in the: 
field, the necessity for large sums ot 
money would continue, because the 
expense of occupying and garrisoning: 
these two countries would take genera- 
tions, and would involve a cost not much 
less than the cost of actual war itself. 
What was the meaning of that war loan ? 
It meant, as the hon. Member for Devon- 
port said, that posterity would ultimately 
have to bear the burden of the war. 
Whenthe hon. Member made that remark 
he thought of many things. The first 
thing that occurred to his mind was that, 
if posterity had to bear the burden of 
the war, how popular with posterity 
the present Colonial Secretary would 
be. He ventured to say that posterity 
would condemn and curse the authors. 
of the war. A more unjust and 
cruel thing was never done by any 
nation than to saddle posterity with 
such an immense sum for a war which 
was condemned by very many people: 
at the present time. Why was the 
money raised by loan? It was raised 
in that way because the Government 
were afraid to let the masses of the 
British people know what the war was 
costing. There was very little of the 
expenditure of the war raised by taxation: 


which after all touched the pockets of the 


masses of the people. There was the 
duty on sugar, an increased duty on tea,,. 
and an increase in the income tax ; but 
the money realised in that way was only x 
fleabite to the total amount that was 
raised by loan, which posterity would. 
have to pay. That was unjust to pos- 
terity and dishonest to the present gene- 
ration. If instead of launching a loam 


for sixty millions the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was obliged to tell the repre- 
sentatives of the people in this House and! 
through them the country that in order 
to carry on the_war the British tax~ 
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payers would have to put their hands 
into their pockets and produce sixty 
millions, what would be the effect 2 
war fever had already greatly diminished; 
they were signs that the excitement 
‘occasioned by the first stages of the war 
was passing away, and he ventured to say 
that if the Government had the courage 
ito ask the people to pay for its policy of 
plunder and dishonour in South Africa 
it would not last twenty-four hours. 
Hon. Members opposite were now very 
dax in voting for the Government ; but 
if the country knew what the war was 
costing, the present dwindling majority 
of the Government would disappear. 
Hon. Members laughed. 
reminded him of the laugh which greeted 
him a year and a half ago when he said 
the war would cost over a hundred 
millions. Hon. Members opposite en- 
deavoured to hide an appreciation of the 
truth of his remarks by enforced merri- 


ment, which, however, had no effect on | 


him. If instead of proceeding by way of 


loan the people were asked to produce 


the money the effect would be very 
different. 

However if the British taxpayers | 
would allow themselves to be hum- 


bugged by the Colonial Secretary, that 
was their outlook. If they were satisfied 
to spend millions on millions on a will 0’ 


‘the wisp in South Africa that was their | 


business, and he was almost inclined 
to say that for their shortsightedness 
they deserved to be made to pay. But 
what were the Irish Members to say, as 
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Member one met. He was speaking the 


/other day on the very grave subject 


The | 


That laugh | 


raised by the remarkable report issued 
by Miss Hobhouse, and he naturally 
expected to receive from the gentleman 
to whom he spoke some expression of 
sympathy with the views put forward 
by Miss Hobhouse ; but he was astounded 
to find that although nominally a 
Liberal the gentleman whom he was 
speaking to was what is called a Liberal 
Imperialist ; and in his opinion the 
views of some of the gentlemen who 
called themselves Liberal Imperialists 
really outvied the opinion of even the 
Colonial Secretary on those matters. 
He did not suggest that the hon. Member 
for Devonport was a Liberal Imperialist, 
but really when they heard Liberal 
Members saying, “ Oh, well, the war is 


'going on and we must pay for it; we 


must vote the money; it must be done, 
and we cannot help it”; he longed to 
see some man in the Liberal party on an 
occasion when the British people were 
asked for sixty millions to get up and say 
that there was no necessity why a de- 
mand of that kind should be continued 
year after year, and that if the money 
were now voted precaution should be 
taken that a similar demand should not 
be made next year. He longed for 
someone to revert to the noble policy 
of conciliation inaugurated and carried 
through by William Ewart Gladstone. 


He was not going into the origin of the 


representing a people who from the very | 


first condemned the war with all 
ithe emphasis at their command? What 
were they tosay on behalf of theirpoverty- 
stricken people at home, who were to be 
further saddled with their share of that 
fresh loan? Whatever might be said 
from the British point of view, from the 
Irish point of view it was altogether 
unjustifiable, and he certainly hoped 
that protest after protest against the 
proposal would be made from the Irish 
Benches ; so that it might be perfectly 
‘clear, not merely to the people of England 
but to the people of South Africa, that 


the Irish nation was guiltless of any | 


participation from the start to the finis 
in the disastrous proceedings in South 
Africa. It was very hard to tell nowa- 


«days what particular sort of a Liberal 


Mr. Wiiliam Redmond. 


war nor the negotiations which led up 
to it ; but when he heard gibes indulged 
in at the policy of Majuba he could not 
help thinking that every honest man 
would admit that the policy of Majuba—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: That matter cannot 
now arise. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
would not pursue the matter farther 
except to say that the expenditure they 
were asked to authorise to-night would 
not have been necessary if the Govern- 
ment would revert to the policy inaugu- 
rated by Mr. Gladstone years ago—a 
policy which was successful in the past 
and would be successful in the future, 


always provided it was not broken into 


by anything in the shape of a Jameson 
raid. Was there no alternative to the 
continuation of the war? He asked 








885 


hon. . 
with 
were 
comn 
ment 
be co 
burde 
a ricl 
be ra 
not b 
in th 
State 
and | 
eithe! 
State 
millic 
Britis 
to pa 
name 
hones 
the 
had 

term: 
be off 
two > 
times 
and | 
mant 
They 
tinue 
the E 
‘on b 
prove 
in ‘f 
enous 
point 
and » 
world 
or ac 
insted 
spend 
after 
our e 
have 
have 
say t] 
than 
when 
terms 
will ; 
be th 





a poli 


to eit 
the 

peopl 
was t] 
ment, 


‘succet 








884 


the 
ject 
sued 
ally 
nan 
1 of 
rard 
ided 


was 
eral 
the 
who 
lists 
the 
ers. 
iber 
list, 
eral 
r is 
we 
one, 
1 to 
1 an 
vere 
say 
de- 
ued 
ney 
be 
not 
for 
liey 
ried 
one. 
the 
up 
lged 
not 
man 


not 


he 
sher 
hey 
yuld 
ern- 
igu- 
—s 
past 
ure, 
into 
son 
the 








885 Loan 


{4 JuLy 1901} 
hon. Members opposite were they satisfied | British Crown. 


with the work of the last year? They | 
were cheered to some little extent at the | 
commencement of the war by the state- | 


ment that after all the Transvaal would 
be compelled to pay a great share of the 
burden. They were told that it was 
arich country, and that if a loan had to 
be raised it would be repaid hereafter, 


not by British posterity, but by posterity | 
in the Transvaal and in the Orange Free 


State. That contention was now exposed, 


and there was now no hope of getting 


either the Transvaal or the Orange Free 


State to pay ; and when a loan of sixty | 


millions was floated it would be the 
British and Irish people who wouid have 
to pay for it in the end. Why, in the 
name of all that was honourable, manly, 
honest, and straightforward, would not 
the Government recognise that the time 
had come when fair and honourable 
terms, such as would be accepted, should 
be offered to the gallant people of those 
two small countries? He heard some- 
times comparisons between the manhood 


and bravery of the British troops and the , 


manhood and bravery of the Boers. 
They were told that the war should con- 
tinue in order to prove the supremacy of 
the British arms; still lives had been lost 
on both sides in sufficient numbers to 
prove abundantly that bravery existed 
in the ranks of both combatants ; 
enough had surely been done from the 


point of view of honour in arms already, . 
. os i 
and who was there in any part of the 


world who would taunt the Government 
or accuse them of lack of patriotism if 
instead of persisting with the war and 
spending immense sums of money year 
after year they said: ‘‘ Well, after all, 
our enemies in these two little countries 
have fought gallantly and bravely ; we 
have almost conquered them ; still they 
say they will fight to the last man sooner 
than surrender—surely a point is come 


when we can offer to these brave men | 


terms which, if they cannot accept, they | 


will at least consider?’ That ought to 
be the policy of the Government. It was 


a policy which would bring no disgrace 


to either side, and which would receive 
the approval of every liberty-loving 
people in every part of the world. It 





was the only policy by which the Govern- 
ment, or any Government, could ever | 


succeed in retaining South Africa for the | 
| 
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He had been at the 
Cape himself before Majuba, and nothing 
surprised him more than to find that it 
was not merely in the Transvaal or across 
the Orange River that the Dutch pre- 
ponderated, but that throughout the 
whole of South Africa the majority of 
the white inhabitants from Cape Town 
to the Zambesi were all of Dutch blood. 
Unless they could hit upon some plan by 
which the Dutch and English races could 
live in peace in South Africa, they would 
never see the end of the struggle. The 
beautiful picture was often held up by 
supporters of the Government of Dutch- 
man and Briton after the war was over 
living peacefully side by side in South 
Africa. That was a picture which any 
man calling himself a Liberal would like 
to see. But was it likely to be realised 
by the continuance of the present policy 
of the Government? Were the Dutch 
likely to teach their children that it was 
their duty to live in peace and goodwill 
with the British colonists in South 
Africa? No; every Boer farm that was 
burnt, every tale of suffering that came 
from the camps of the women and chil- 
dren, every figure showing the terrible 
mortality in these camps, every fresh 
million voted by Parliament for the 
continuance of the policy of crushing the 
very life and existence out of the Dutch in 
the Transvaal and the Orange Free State, 
every step in the present policy of the 
Government, would bring not peace but 
disorder, and they would have upon their 
hands in South Africa, far distant across 
the seas, another Ireland to contend with, 
a nation of men brave and trained to 
arms, who would watch and wait through 
their day and generation for the time 
when they saw a weak spot in the armour 
of that mighty Empire, and then from the 
Zambesi to Cape Town they would rise 
and elevate once more above their heads 
not merely across the Orange River, but 
right down to the British docks at Cape 
Town, the flag of the Dutch Republic 
which had been hauled down at Pretoria. 
From the point of view of an Irish 
Member, who had not any great interest 
in the welfare and future prosperity of 
the Empire, that policy was one which he 
did not look upon altogether with regret, 
because he believed that the cruelty 
and injustice which were now being prac- 


tised would be punished ; and when that 
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day came at least the Irish people would 
be able to say that they had warned 
England of her fate, although she did not 
deserve it. 


There was no doubt the loan of sixty 
millions would be voted by the Parlia- 


ment of England by an overwhelming | 


majority. It was not a loan to benefit 
the lives or the fortunes of the millions 
of people living throughout England ; 
it was a loan for cannon and ammunition, 
for carrying on, with all its attendant 
cruelty, a bitter and unjust war. The 
Irish Members could not help that, but 
at all events they could protest on behalf 
of their own people, who were heart and 


soul in sympathy with the Boers. It | 


was impossible for the Irish people to see 
unmoved the gallant stand the Boers 
were making. The British might 


sneer at them as rough and uncivilised | 
men, they might sneer at and deride | 


them, but was there a man calling 
himself an Englishman who could deny, 
at least, some tribute of honour and 
admiration to these men who, with their 
wives and small children in prison, their 
homesteads burnt, and the greatest 
Empire in the world against them, still, 


in their ragged clothes and half-starved | 


condition, continued fighting, preferring 
death and destruction to the surrender 
of their country and the dishonour and 
submission of their people? It was a 
glorious spectacle, and, though English- 


men to-day might be blind to the fact, | 


a day would come when the British 
people would recognise the heroic valour 
which had been displayed. Surely the 
day on which they were met ought to 
carry a lesson and a warning to the 
statesmen of England. It was the 
fourth of July, the anniversary of the 
independence of the United States. 


Hon. Members should cast their thoughts | 
back to the struggle for independence ; | 


they should read the speeches then made 
in Parliament, and acquaint themselves 
with the war fever which raged through- 
out the length and breadth of England ; 


they should remember the achievements | 


of the un-uniformed farmers of America. 


If those things were impartially con- | 


sidered, it could not be denied that the 


proceedings in South Africa to-day were | 
much akin to those events which took | 


place in America at that time. The 
uncouth, untrained farmers, who were 
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|then fighting for their independence, 
| were sneered and scoffed at ; the soldiers 
_of Britain were to sweep over them ; but, 
‘instead of that, those men won the in- 
'dependence of their country; they 
hauled down the flag of England, and 
the British generals had to bow their 
heads in surrender on many a _ hard- 
fought field. But along time had passed 
since then, and a great change had 
occurred in the view taken of the rough 
farmers of Washington’s army. At the 
banquets which were certain to be held. 
that night hosannas would be sung to 
the great, free, and independent Ameri- 
can people, hands would be clasped 
across the table, and all would be eager 
to claim cousinship and kinship with the 
descendants of the men who hauled down 
the British flag in America. Time 
brought many changes, and, if the pre- 
sent policy was continued in South 
Africa, as surely as that day was the 
fourth of July there would be created 
in the history of the world another date 
on which would be celebrated the in- 
dependence of South Africa. If the war 
had that result the blood which had been 
shed would not have been shed in vain. 
If the Government desired to avert a 
repetition of the story of America they 
‘would have to change their policy, to 
make honourable terms, and to recognise 
that their opponents were as brave and 
as strong in their circumstances as were 
the British themselves. They would 
have to say to their opponents that they 
had vanquished them, captured their 
capitals, and overrun their country, but 
that they desired in future to live at peace, 
and that with that object they would 
offer fair terms, in order that they might 
together build up South Africa as Canada 
| had been built up. As in Canada French 
and British lived side by side, so in South 
Africa such terms should be given that 
Dutch and British, free and at peace, 
might also live together. Whether that 
policy were adopted or not, in the name 
of civilisation, humanity, and the com- 
mon brotherhood of mankind, he 
appealed to the Government to alter 
their treatment of non-combatants. Let 
them be as severe as they thought desir- 
able and necessary with the Boers in 
arms, they would not complain, they 
| were prepared to face it. The Govern- 
!ment might think that conciliatory 
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action in regard to the men in arms|the loan should be a Transvaal loan, 


would be taken as a sign of weakness. 
That might be so ; but no man, no party, 
and no Government could err on the side 
of gentleness, leniency, and consideration 
when dealing with defenceless and home- 
less women and children. He appealed 
to the Government not to make applic- 
able to themselves at the present time the 


| 
| 
| 


words spoken by Mr. Low in regard to | 


another war: 


“To govern men, O Roman, was thy care ; 
To crush the mighty, and the weak to 
spare ; 
While Britain’s sons a cheaper glory seek— 
To spare the mighty, and to crush the 
weak.” 


*Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prest- 
wich): I wish to join in the protest 
against the continuous habit of hon. 
Members opposite of accusing Members 
on this side of the House of circulating 
stories of inhumanity against our sol- 
diers. I have listened to many debates 
in this House, and read many speeches 


never heard or read a single word uttered 
by hon, Members on this side of the 


soldiers. I would ask hon. 
opposite whether they themselves do not 
sometimes err in the same way. 


disagree as to the origin of the war of 
heing pro-Boers and traitors. I do not 
admire the mind of any man who can 
accuse his colleague in this House of 
being a traitor to his country. I, for one, 


They | “ . 
: ’ | probability of a large revenue being 
are constantly accusing some of us who | TE a 


that the interest should be paid by this 
country for three or four years, and 
subsequently by the Transvaal. Unless 
we put the loan on the Transvaal at once 
we shall very likely not get them to 
accept the loan at all. We have heard a 
good deal about our loyal colonists, but 
I sometimes read in the papers that cer- 
tain of these so-called loyal colonists are 
going to rebel unless this or that thing 
is not done. I believe that when the 
Boer war is over the colonists will very 
probably not accept any responsibility 
whatever for this loan. We shall then 
have to deal with not a Boer but an 
Uitlander insurrection. I think the 
Transvaal can afford to pay this money. 
Indirect taxation taxes the weak more 
heavily than the strong, and in conse- 
quence of the dynamite monopoly and 


| other indirect taxes many low grade ore 
| mines in South Africa cannot profitably Le 


| worked. 
: ‘ /under the British Crown I apprehend 
delivered in the country, but I have | 


As soon as the Transvaal comes 


that most of the taxation will be direct 


taxation, and, consequently, the mines 


‘the Transvaal will pay the 


have objected to the war as much as) 


anybody ; I thought it might have been 
avoided, and that it was the bluffing and 


blundering policy of the Government | 


that brought it about ; but I must object 
to being called a traitor. I believe my- 
self to be as good a patriot as any man 
on the other side of the House. 


Ht Sealaiak thin: a | which are earning dividends will have 
se g ‘ pi | ms ares 
nnsgliiaas anes... udlnepmap: united pay the bulk of the revenues. This 
Members | : 


will enable the low grade ore mines 
to be opened and worked, with the 


will be 
I think 
interest 
on this loan. I suggest that it 
should be placed upon the Transvaal at 
once, because if that is not done the pro- 
bability is that the loyal colonists, the 
Uitlanders, who helped to bring on the 
war, and who ought now, every one of 
them, to be fighting, will repudiate their 


them which 
Therefore 


from 
liable to taxation. 


liability and threaten disloyalty if any 


What I particularly rose to say, how- | 


ever, was that I think this loan ought to | 


be raised on the security of the Transvaal. 
It ought to be a Transvaal loan. I 
know the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
objects to that view, because he says, and 
says very truly, that if the loan was raised 
as a Transvaal loan, although the interest 
was guaranteed by the British Govern- 
ment, it could not be raised on as favour- 
able terms as a loan of our own Govern- 
ment would be. My suggestion is that 





attempt is made to fasten a loan on them 
after they have become self-governing 
colonies. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I should like, before pro- 


ceeding to the discussion of the financial 
side of this measure, to say one word 
with reference to the remarks of the hon. 
Member for North Somerset because he 
has referred to my action in this House. 
He said that I had never discriminated 
between the camps in South Africa. If 
he had done me the honour of listening 
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to or reading the reports of my speeches 
he would have known that I specifically 
excepted the camps in Cape Colony. 
Those are evidently the only camps 
hon. Member saw. He did not visit the 
worst camps, and I specifically stated that | 
those at Port Elizabeth, East London, and 
Aliwal North were model camps. All [| 
pleaded for was that the excellence of the | 
arrangements in those camps should be 
extended to the camps in the Orange 
River Colony and the Transvaal. 
hon. Members complain of misrepresenta- 
tion they ought not to make the same 
mistake themselves. The hon. Member | 
said that the object was to create exaspera- 
tioninthe colony. Supposing his speech | 
goes out stating that hon. 





and misrepresent the state of the camps, | 
and that speech is taken as accurately 
representing what is said on this side, 
is not that misrepresenting the state of 
affairs ? Is not the hon. Member guilty 
of the very thing of which he accuses us ! 
The Colonial Secretary himself is one of 
the worst offenders in this matter. 
never tired of telling people that we 
advocate absolute surrender to the Boers. 
Can asingle sentence be quoted in which 
any Liberal Member of Parliament has 
advocated absolute surrender to 
Boers ? The Colonial Secretary says we 


encourage the Boers to prolong their | 


resistance ——[ Ministerial cheers] —— hon. | 
Members are somewhat premature in| 
their cheers--by inducing them to be-| 


lieve that the opposition are in favour | 


of restoring to them absolute independ- 
ence. Can the right hon. 


liament ? 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 


Will the hon. Member refer to the speech | 


of the hon. Member for East Clare ? 


SEVERAL NATIONALIST MEMBERS: 
are not Liberals ; we are Irish. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I will not | 
say that the right hon. Gentleman has 
wilfully overlooked what I said, but I 


repeated it once or twice. I ask him to | existence, which is constantly making the 


Mr. Lloyd-Ceorge. 
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When | 


Members | 
on this side of the House bring charges | 
of cruelty against the officers and troops | 


He is | 


the | 


Gentleman | 
point to a single speech in which that is | 
advocated by a Liberal Member of Par- | 
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point to a single speech delivered by any 
Liberal Member of Parliament, sitting 
for a sages constituency—they are the 
acked by the Colonial Secre- 
| tary—in which there has been put for- 
ward a claim for absolute surrender to 
‘the Boers or for the restoration of abso- 
‘lute independence. What has been the 
effect of such statements as that ? Does 
'the right hon. Gentleman mean to say 
| that his speeches do not go out to South 
Africa? He states on his authority as 
Colonial Secretary that there is a large 
party in this House in favour of the 
restoration of Boer independence. Is 
| not that encouraging the Boers? My 
view of the settleme ‘nt is——and it is the 
view of almost every Member on this side: 
of the House—that it should proceed on 
Canadian or Australian lines. The Colo- 
‘nial Secretary and Members on that side 
of the House, when they wilfully mis- 
represent the views of Members on this 
side, do much more mischief than any 
speeches delivered by us can do. 

With regard to the finance of this 
| Bill, it has been pointed out that this is: 
the first time in the history of any war 
\in which so small a proportion of the 
|expenditure has been paid out of taxa- 
|tion. The country is more prosperous 
'than it ever was; the average income 
of the population is higher; but the 
| sacrifices made are less than in the case 
of any war the country has ever fought. 
We are told that the war has proved 
there is no degeneration in the race. If 
that is so, I am at a loss to explain this 
Bill. In the great Napoleonic wars the 








| 


/average income was one-third, and pro 


bably less, of what it is now, but the 
people made three times the sacrifices. 
In the Crimean War the average income 
| was about half the present amount, but 
|the people paid twice as much as they 
are now asked to do. In regard to a 
war over which there has been more 
shouting than in the case of any war in 
history we are sacrificing less income 
than has been done in any previous war. 
We | Either the people have degenerated, or 
| they are represented by the most 
| cowardly Ministry that ever existed. The 
Ministry which believes the war to be 
just and necessary, not merely for the 
| prestige of the Empire, but for its very 
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most loud-mouthed expressions of patriot- 
ism, and saying ‘‘ We must sacrifice the 
last drop of somebody else’s blood,” has 
not the courage of such convictions as 
it possesses to call upon the people to 
make the necessary sacrifices to meet 
this emergency. This Bill is 
criticism upon the statements of the 
Colonial Secretary and others as to the 
courage displayed. There is also another 
rather striking absence of courage in the 
Bill itself. The Bill does not represent 
the amount we are going to borrow this 
year. Last year we spent £68,000,000 
upon the war, out of which we borrowed 
£53,000,000. How came we to borrow 
such a large proportion ? By exactly the 
same process as we are now adopting. 
A Budget was brought in based upon an 
estimate that the war bill was going to 
be £46,000,000. Then we said, ** This is 
a very fair proportion ; £10,000,000 or 
£15,000,000 will come out of taxation, 
the balance will be borrowed.” Before 
the year was out we borrowed another 
£8.000,000, and another £13,000,000, 
and the total amount was brought up 
tothe sum I have mentioned. Ministers 
come to the House and say, ** The war is 
going to cost £56,000,000 this year ; 
upon that basis it is fair to borrow so 
much, and obtain the rest out of taxa- 
tion.’ How does the Government come 
to the conclusion that this is the total 
amount that will be required? On a 
previous occasion the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was asked as to his estimate 
with regard to the duration of the war. 


He then said, ‘‘ Oh, the estimate is that | 


it will be at full pressure to the end of 
July, and afterwards at a diminishing 
pressure.” It is now July. I wonder 
whether the right hon. Gentleman is of , 
the same opinion still. Does he adhere 
strictly to his estimate ? 
*Sirr M. HICKS BEACH: That was 
the War Office estimate. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I am _ very 
glad the right hon. Gentleman repudiates | 
it. 


*Str M. HICKS BEACH: No, I do not. 
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the military situation, but I venture to 
say that it is much more serious than 
the majority of hon. Members realise. I 
will point out only one or two considera- 
tions. At the present moment the Boers. 
have more fighting men than they had 
at the commencement of the war. 
[** Nonsense.”"] I will explain what I 
mean. At the commencement of the 
war, according to the estimate of the 
Ministry, they had 40,000 or 50,000: 
men in the field. According to the esti- 
mate of the men who were with the 
forces, including the famous American 
correspondent, only a few of those men 
ever fought at all. The bulk of the: 
fighting was done by a few hundreds in 
each army, the great mass taking no 
part in the war at all. This correspon- 
dent gives the instance of the great 
battle before the relief of Ladysmith. 
There you had an army of 12,000 Boers,. 
but only 2,000 were fighting. At the 
present moment, according to the testi- 
mony of the First Lord of the Treasury.. 
you have 17,000 fighting men—— 


894! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
do not see how this discussion of; the: 
forces engaged during the war bears on 
the question before the House. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I make this 


submission. I say this estimate is a 
wrong one. This is not the amount 


that really will be borrowed, and, there- 
fore, at this stage it is unfair to borrow 
this large amount because evidently we 
shall have to borrow probably more in 
the course of the present year. My con-- 
tention is that more ought to be put 
upon taxation and less of the burden 
ought to be cast on posterity. This 
estimate is a wrong one, and if I cannot 
prove that it is wrong I do not know 
what I can do. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will not be in order in discussing the 
policy of the whole war in order to 
show that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer ought to have raised more money 
by taxation. That would not be a legiti-- 
mate argument, and it is too remote 


| altogether. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: At any rate, | 
he is not prepared to be responsible for | 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Then I will: 


it. This is not the time to criticise fully proceed now to: my second. point, which; 
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is that it is unfair to cast this burden on 
posterity. My hon. friend the Member 
for Devonport pointed out in the course 
of his observations that there are only 
one or two cases in which it is fair to cast 
a big burden upon posterity, and one of 
those cases is where there is a valuable 
asset which will be left for posterity to 
enjoy. The value of this asset in South 
Africa has already been assessed by Sir 
David Barbour, and according to him 
the value of this asset is not equal to the 
money which we have already expended 
upon the war. Sir David Barbour says 
that eventually you may be able to raise 
a certain sum upon the revenues of the 
‘Transvaal, but he does not say when. 
He does not see any immediate prospect 
of doing this ; and let me point out to 
the House that annexation, to my mind, 
has put an end to the prospects of our 
getting much of the cost of the war from 
‘the two Republics. If those two countries 
had been left with their independence 
you could have said to them as a condi- 
tion of peace, “ You must pay this indem- 
nity.” They would have raised the 
money in their own way, the responsi- 
bility would have been theirs, and the 
taxation theirs. What will be the 
condition of things now? Assuming 
that the Government policy prevails, 
for some time you will get a Crown 
Colony which will remain as long as the 
country is unsettled. The moment the 
country is settled you instantly set up 
self-government. But as long as the 
country is unsettled there will be no 
balance to pay the sixty millions. That 
balance can only be obtained by means 
of a self-governing colony and a legisla- 
ture which would be elected by Uitlanders 
and Boers. They will want their money 
to develop the colony. It will be a new 
colony, and will need a good deal of 
development. They will need money 
for railways, sanitation, education, and 
other things required by every new 
colony. Iam perfectly certain that hon. 
Members who know Canada know the 
difficulty experienced there in raising 
funds for the purpose of developing that 
colony. You will find the same diffi- 
culties in South Africa. Exactly the 
same condition of things exists there that 
lost us our American colonies. The 
expenditure there expenditure 
which was incurred for the protection 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


was 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 896 


of those American colonies, and we went 
to them and said, ‘We are engaged in a 


great war to defend you against the 


French and protect your rights, and it 
is only right that you should pay some- 
thing towards the cost.” We imposed 
upon them a tax which they declined to 


pay, and what was the result? War 
followed, and we lost the American 
colonies. There is one thing which 


puzzles me more than anything in this 
matter, and it is the way in which 
Ministers refuse to profit by the clearest 
lessons of history. We are going now 
exactly into the same difficulties, we are 
facing exactly the same set of circum- 
stances, and repeating identically the 
same blunders as we did at that time. 
It is no use hoping, and it is no use look- 
ing forward to the prospect of our getting 
anything big out of these colonies in 
South Africa. This is a burden which 
will have to be cast upon posterity, and 
I think it is a very uniair burden. It 
would be unfair even if this war was the 
only burden, but it is not. The indireet 
burdens of this war are greater than 
the direct burdens. This war has led 
to a permanent increase in the Army. 
[Hear, hear.] I am glad to have that 
assent to my point from the hon. Mem- 
ber opposite, because it will save me argu- 
ing it. This war has led to the permanent 
increase in the Army and it has done 
this for several reasons. In the first 
place, it has led to a permanent increase 
in the Army because you require now 
an army of occupation in South Africa. 
This war has also led to a permanent 
increase in ths Army, because it has un- 
doubtedly had the effect of lowering the 
military prestige of this country in the 
eyes of Europe and in America. [Minis- 
terial cries of ‘ No, no.”’] The Prime 
Minister made a curious speech the other 
day, in which he said we had been so 
successful and we had established our 
prowess in this war to such an extent 
that not a single nation in the world 
would dare to challenge our military 
superiority in the future. Speaking in 
all seriousness, I can hardly believe that 
the Prime Minister really intended to 
convey that impression. A day or two 
afterwards there appeared in The Times 
a telegram from Vienna—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: I must remind the 
hon. Member that he is getting beyond 
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the limits of order in raising these | 
questions. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I respect- 
fully submit that I am dealing with the 
question of the burden which will be 
placed upon posterity. I say that it is 
an unfair thing to cast this burden upon 
posterity, because one of the indirect 
effects of the war has been to increase 
the military establishment of this country, 
and because there has been a lowering of 
our military prestige during the conduct 
of this war. 


Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think that 
is relevant. The hon. Member can deal 
with the direct consequences of the war, 
but not the indirect consequences, for 
otherwise nothing would prevent him 
irom arguing the whole question of the 
organisation of the Army and the Navy 
and other subjects upon this Bill. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I will rest 
satisfied with making my point that one 
direct effect of this war has been to 
increase the military establishment in 
order to restore our military prestige. 
I will now come to the effect of increasing 
the Army in South Africa itself, and I 
submit that that will be in order. What 
has been the effect in South Africa ? 
There we are organising, as part of the 
military burdens of this country, a police 
force of 12,000 men to permanently 
occupy the country. We are paying 
them at the rate of 5s. per day, which 
is four times as much as we pay our 
soldiers. But that is not all the burden 
which will be cast upon posterity. We 
must also have an army of occupation. 
I will quote the Colonial Secretary as the 
highest authority on this subject. He 
said some time ago that we must per- 
manently maintain a number of troops 
at least equal to the number of our 
possible opponents. The prisoners will 
have to be released, and, according to the 
Colonial Secretary, we shall require an_ 
army of occupation of 40,000 troops, and | 
that does not take into account a colony 
which is permanently hostile. If you 
permanently increase your Army by the | 
12,000 police and the 40,000 soldiers 
which will be required for the permanent 
occupation of those colonies, you will | 
have to give additional pay to those sol-. 
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diers. The debate which took place upon 
recruiting shows that we are still blun- 
dering in this matter. You cannot get 


1901} 


‘recruits without increasing your pay, 


and the result of this addition to the 
Army will be that you will have to 
increase the pay throughout, and this 
will be a part of the burden being cast on 
posterity for this foolish war. Some 
time ago the Colonial Secretary, in 
objecting to a policy which he said would 
land us in a war in South Africa, said 
that it would be a long war, a bitter 
war, and a costly war. The right hon. 
Gentleman then pointed out that it 
would leave embers of strife which he 
believed generations would hardly be 
long enough to extinguish. When we 
are considering the burdens to be dis- 
tributed between ourselves and posterity 
let us not forget that this Army of occu- 
pation is not enough. You must in- 
crease your Army to such an extent that 
it will be sufficiently large to reconquer 
Sup- 
posing there happens to be a_ great 
European conflict. It would be madness 
for any Minister to embark upon such a 
conflict unless he had sufticient troops, 
not merely to fight the enemy, but also 


‘ to defend our English shoresand to detend 


Ireland against its own inhabitants. 
You would require also sufficient troops 
to defend India against its starving popu- 
lation, and you would require a sufficient 
army as well to put down an insurrection 
in the Cape. That would be the first 
prospect you would have to look forward 
to. It is not necessary to leok forward 
to this state of things as a certainty, and 
it is quite enough to establish it as a 
probability. If this is one of the pro- 
babilities of the situation, no statesman 
can put it out of account when he is 

If it 
takes an army of 250,000 men to put 
down some 17,000 farmers, what army 
would it be necessary to throw into 
South Africa to put down an insurrection 
in which you might have to deal with 
between 40,000 and 60,000 Dutchmen ! 
No one knows better than the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for 
War that it would be perfect madness on 
the part of any statesman to overlook 
that possibility in estimating the risks 
and the burdens that may be cast upon 
the War Office in the future. By all this 
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expenditure in South Africa we have | causing increased armaments, and nobody 


created a new situation, which, I venture 


to think, the House of Commons does not 


realise. We have made the Dutch popu- 
lation, who respected and honoured 
England—[Ministerial cries of “‘ Oh, 
oh.” |—I am quoting the testimony of 


Lord Milner himself upon this point— | 


and who honoured England’s Queen, to 
hate the name of Briton. That is a new 
factor in the situation. But we have 
done something else which any man 
who knows human nature knows would 
revolutionise any situation, for we have 
put a new pride into the Dutch race in 
South Africa. This is one of the serious 
things which we have got to reckon with. 
It is idle to put that out of account when 
you are facing the future, and we have a 
right to discuss it when we are spending 
£60,000,000 upon marring the future 
of this Empire’ We are creating a new 
situation. If 17,000 or 30,000 farmers 
in Manitoba had done what these farmers 
in the Transvaal and the Orange Free 
State have done we should be very proud 
of them. We know with what delirious 
joy we have recorded every triumph in 
this war. When the beleagured towns 
of Kimberley, Mafeking, and Ladysmith 
were relieved the country was perfectly 
delirious with joy, and | am not going 
to criticise that. This country was 
delirious when 250,000 men overcame 


the resistance of some 40,000 farmers. | 


What will be said of the Dutch race when 
they realise what 17,000 men are now 
doing against the wealthiest Empire 
which the world has ever seen? What 
is the good of shutting our eyes to these 
facts? South Africa is a dangerous 
climate, and everything looks so large 
there. Majuba Hill—a small battle in 
which barely a battalion on our side 
and, I think, about 170 on the other 
side were engaged—looms as large in 
South Africa as if it were one of the 
greatest stricken fields in history. South 
Africa is a place where these deeds are 
exaggerated, and they have entered into 
the very hearts of the Dutch people 
there. We have entered into a war to 
establish British supremacy in South 
Africa ; I believe that it will end by 
revealing to the Dutch race their own 
possibilities. These are the real burdens, 
and not this £60,000,000 which we are 
casting upon posterity. The war is 


Mr. Lloyd-George. 


knows where it will end. It is causing 
increased complications and difficulties. 
in South Africa and elsewhere. I have 
heard this new policy of Imperialism 
proclaimed as ‘‘ pegging out claims for 
posterity,” but it seems to me to be more 
like piling up burdens for posterity. 

Is it not time to bring this horrible busi- 
ness to an end while we can? The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has mentioned a 
telegram from Lord Kitchener which 
proves that the Boers are not prepared to 
accept his terms. This telegram ought to 
have been in the possession of the House 
long ago ; but Lask whether this telegram 
represents the state of the Boers at the 


present time, or their state at the date of’ 


the negotiations. I have Lord Kitchener's 
own authority for saying that they 
seemed satisfied with his terms in March 
last, and if someone had not meddled this 
House would not have been discussing a 
War Loan Bill of £60,000,000 now. 
As this is a matter of very great import- 
tance, I will venture to quote in reply 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer Lord 
Kitchener himself. The greatest diffi- 
culty of all is the difficulty of governing 
South Africa in the future. What kind 
of Government are you going to set up 
there ? Lord Kitchener, in his telegram, 
says that at first General Botha de- 
manded independence, but Lord Kitch- 
ener replied “I cannot discuss inde- 
pendence.”’ General Botha wanted to 
discuss independence in a modified form, 
but Lord Kitchener vetoed independence 
altogether. [Hear, hear!] If I may 
say so I think hon. Members are rather 
premature with their cheers. Then the 
subject of independence was dropped, and 
they went on to discuss the nature of the 
future government of the colonies. 
General Botha wanted more details than 


'were given by the Colonial Secretary, 


and Lord Kitchener said that, subject to 
correction from home—and the corree- 
tion came—[Ministerial cheers.| Hon, 
Members are now attacking the. Army 
in the field, and they will be put down as 
pro-Boers! Lord Kitchener said that he 
understood that when hostilities ceased 
the country would be governed for a time 
by a nominated executive, to be followed 
after a short period by representative: 
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government. And, continued Lord- 
Kitchener— 


“General Botha would have liked repre 
sentative government at once, but seems 
satisfied with above.” 


I should like to know who is responsible 
for all this expenditure in connection 
with this war loan. It is not Lord 
Kitchener, and at any rate Mr. Kruger 
left it to the men on the spot to negotiate 
terms of peace, and he did not meddle to 
stop them. Lord Kitchener makes that 
suggestion, and he says those are the 
terms which he thinks ought to be offered. 
Both parties seemed to be satisfied with 
those terms, but the Colonial Secretary 
came in and interfered. We hear a good 
deal about Lord Milner, but let me say 
that, at any rate, Lord Milner supported 
Lord Kitchener’s suggestion upon this 
point. The two men on the spot, who 
know exactly the military situation, one 
of whom is in command of the troops, 
advised this form of settlement. At any 
rate, nobody would suspect Lord Milner 
of being a pro-Boer, for he has no Dutch 
proclivities, and yet he endorsed the sug- 
gestion made by Lord Kitchener. The 


Colonial Secretary steps in, and what does | 


he say ? I have heard a good deal about 
attacks upon British officers and generals 
in the field, but if hon. Members opposite 
are genuine in their repudiation of attacks 
upon officers in the field I should like to 
know what they have to say about lan- 
guage of this character. This Gentle- 
man refers—[Cries of ‘“ Name.”] I 
want hon. Members’ opinion upon it 
without giving the name. An_ hon. 
Member, referring to Lord Kitchener’s 
proposal for an elective assembly, which 
would have stopped this War Loan Bill 
and many another in future, said— 


“How any man who knows anything of 
the situation can make such a preposterous 
proposal as that, and that we should commence 
with an elective assembly, I cannot for the life 
of me understand.” 


[Cheers.] Hon. Members, then, agree with 
this attack on Lord Kitchener, and they 
agree that he has made preposterous, 
absurd, and silly proposals. This is the 
man whois in charge of 250,000 troops, 
and who has got the honour of the Empire 
in his keeping. This is the general who 
talks about things which he understands 
better than anybody else, and his pro- 
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posals are called preposterous by hon. 
Members opposite. I repudiate this 
attack upon the Commander-in-Chief 
and this ridicule which is being cast upon 
‘the British troops, and I think it ought 
to be reprobated. As long as the troops 
are carrying out the policy of hon. 
Members opposite, and as long as 
Lord Kitchener does all that they want, 
there never was such a patriot as Lord 
Kitchener, and there never was so able 
a man, so sagacious, and so far seeing ; 
but the moment he makes any suggestion 
for peace with which they do not agree, 
he is a “ preposterous individual.” [AN 
IRISH MEMBER: Why don’t they go out 
}to the war themselves—and Ministerial 
|eries of ‘ Divide, divide!”] We will 
| not divide just yet, for we are entitled to 
| discuss this situation. This is by far 
| the most serious condition the Empire 
| has been in, and I think we are entitled 
| to discuss the question, and to discuss it 
|fully. The Colonial Secretary stepped 
in and stopped the peace, and what was 
|the result? We are now floundering 
|in this morass in South Africa. [A 


| laugh.] 





Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: “ The 


| ° ? 
| loud laugh that spoke the vacant mind. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: Or the post- 
prandial mind. We are asked now to 
borrow £60,000,000 to send us further 
into this morass. I do not rely only 
upon—{ Ministerial interruptions]—it is 
evidently no use quoting Lord Kitchener. 
[‘‘ Hear, hear!’’] Lord Kitchener is 
evidently a gentleman whose opinion 
is treated with contempt by hon. Members 
opposite, but perhaps my next authority 
will be treated with more respect. [ 
have given the authority of Lord Kitch- 
/ener to the effect that General Botha 
seemed satisfied with the terms offered, 
and if we are now going to borrow 
£60,000,000 for this war Lord Kitchener 
and General Botha are not to blame. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer says 
that a message has come from Lord 
Kitchener within the last few days giving 
something which purports to be a letter 
from the Boer generals to their burghers. 
I have got here General Botha’s letter 
to his burghers, which I will quote to the 
House. The remarkable thing about 
this matter is that General Botha and 
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Lord Kitchener agree absolutely as to | 


the effect of these negotiations. They 
are two honourable and straightforward 
men; they are both soldiers, and they 
trust each other. In this letter to his 
burghers General Botha does not say 
a word about independence. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS: May I give 
chapter and verse in regard to the state- 
ment the hon. Member has made ? 
General Botha in his statement in- 
formed the burghers that he had told 
Kitchener that they were fighting for 
independence. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The hon. 
Member is quoting something that I 
know nothing at all about. It is per- 
fectly clear that it is simply a report 
from a news agency. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS: It is an 
official account. 
Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: An official 


account of what ? 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS: It is taken 
from the Manchester Guardian, and it 
is headed ‘“‘ A Boer Official Document.” 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I do not 
care what paper it appears in. [Ministerial 
laughter.] I cannot see 
Members are laughing at. What I am 
trying to prove is that Lord Kitchener 
told the absolute truth and the whole 
truth. I do not know what the hon. 
Membe has quoted. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS said it was the 


same document. 


Mr. LLOYDGEORGE: I beg the 


hon. Member’s pardon, it is not the same. 


May I point out to the House that the : 
'get an elective council, and, second, 


hon. Member interrupted me_ before 
I ever read any part of the statement 
I was going to quote. It is an example 
of the hon. Member’s method of contro- 
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General Botha wrote to his burghers 
appeared in all the Dutch papers. [Minis- 
terial laughter.] I really fail to under- 
stand the purport of that laugh. | 
think it is an admirable illustration of the 
working of hon. Members’ minds. If 
that laughter means anything at all it 
means that General Botha or somebody 
sent a communication to the Dutch 
papers to prove—— [Laughter and 
interruption. | 


Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore) : Ona point of order, 
Sir, I claim to have the right to hear the 
observations addressed to the House 
by the hon. Member, and I have been 
prevented by the disorder of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. [Cries of ‘* Order.”’] 


Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point 
of order, but I hope hon. Members will 
refrain from interruption. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The _pro- 
ceedings would have been rendered 
considerably briefer but for the inter- 
ruptions, but I do not complain at all. I 
understand hon. Members to suggest 
that General Botha communicated to the 
Dutch papers a letter which was not 
genuine, suggesting that he was prepared 
to take something short of independence. 
Well, now, if that is the case—and I am 
putting it at the very lowest—it is not a 
thing to despise ; it is a matter of suffi- 
cient importance for the House of Com- 
mons to take cognisance of. In that 
letter, which I have once or twice already 
attempted to read, the letter to his 
burghers, General Botha complains that 
the terms offered only a legislative 
council, which was to be nominative, 


jand that the people were to have 
no voice in the Assembly. But there 
is not a word about independence 


versy, for he ventures to tell me that it is | 


exactly the same before he knows what 
itis. I quote the actual letter, and not a 
summary from a news agency of what 
it purports to be. The letter which 


Mr. Lloyd Gearge. 


| prove this. 


from beginning to end. There are two 
complaints—first, that he does not 


that we are not prepared to pay the debts 
of the Republics. Both of these points 
were conceded by Lord Kitchener. 
This is a serious matter. The facts 
It is in Lord Kitchener’s 
statement and General Botha’s state 


' ment, and it is in two or three other state- 


ments as well. Evidently hon. Members 
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do not think Lord Kitchener’s statement | 


worth anything. The testimony of both 
these warriors—the men who are at the 
head of the parties—is that the Boers 
were prepared to come to terms on 
the basis of an elective advisory council 
with self-government in the distance, 
and desired that the debts of the 
Republic, which General Botha said 
were something under a million, should 
be paid. 
said and what his letter said. Who 
stopped it? The Colonial Secretary 
meddled on the point about paying the 
debts of the Republic. I will not at 
this moment go into the question of the 
payment of the debts of the Republic— 
that is a point of international law— 
but the amount involved is something 
under the cost of the war for a week. 
We haggle as to whether the amount 
is going to be a million or under a million, 
or three-quarters of a million, when we 
are spending sixty millions and there 
is this loss of life going in on South Africa. 
This is not statesmanship but pedlary 
The war has been prolonge:’ purely 
because the Colonial Seevetary would not 
sanction what Lord Kitchener suggested 
and Sir Alfred Milner endorsed—an 
elective advisory council for the new 
Government in the Transvaal. I do 
not mean to say there are not risks in 
every course, but right hon. Gentlemen 


That is what Lord Kitchener | 


have taken very lightly the risks of war. | 


Is it not time that we should have a 
statesman in this country who is prepared 
to take the risks of peace ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 
in his final sentence pleads that some 
statesman in this country should take 
the risks of peace. The hon. Member 
has been very ready to throw upon the 
Colonial Secretary by imaginative ac- 
counts of his policy the responsibility 
for the prolongation of the war. But 
I appeal to the House whether the 
speech which the hon. Member who has 
just sat down has delivered is not a speech 
of a type of which we have heard too 
many in this House—[A NATIONALIST 
Member : You will hear a good deal more. | 
—a speech which professed to be a 
speech of courage, but which lacked 
all the elements of courage. for the hon. 
Member when the House was not as full 
as it is at this moment proffered the 
challenge: What Liberal Member was 
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there on that side of the House who 
had ever spoken in favour of absolute 
surrender to the Boers or the restoration 
of independence, and he proceeded when 
I cited the Member tor East Clare 
behind him 





Mr. DILLON: He is not a Liberal 


Member. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. Gentle- 
man should be allowed to finish his 
sentence. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: As the 
right hon. Gentleman has referred to me 
pointedly two or three times, I may 
surely be allowed as a matter of personal 
explanation to say that he is quite wrong 
in his reference. I thank God I am 
not a Liberal Member. 


Mr. BRODRICK: That nice distine- 
tion is apparent to members of this 
House, but it is not equally apparent to 
Mr. Kruger when he reads the division 
list. I am not in the least concerned to 
attach to hon. Members below the gang- 
way opinions which they may not hold 
of each other or of themselves. I could 
make a case, if time were not short, to 
prove that over and over again Members 
on that side of the House, and even on 
the front bench, have made speeches 
which were so little removed from inde- 
pendence that they could hardly have 
been divided from it except by the 
most minute inspection. What did the 
Member for Hawick say in the course of 
his election ? He said on 24th September 
that he could not be asked whether he 
would restore the rights and privileges 


in the same manner and measure as 


before the war, because it was an insult 
to attempt to restore the rights of a 
householder after they had maimed him 
for life, but he would send a Commission, 
which should proceed to the spot and 
investigate the problem, and if that Com- 
mission could possibly devise means of 
restoring the independence, under safe- 
guards to the Empire, of those Republics 
he would offer it. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): The right hon. Gentleman has 
been misguided enough to introduce my 
name into his speech. I will now inform 
him—— 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Order, order ! 


You must explain. You canaot make 
a speech. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I am chal- 
lenged by the Leader of the House, and 
I desire to make my statement. [Cries 
of “ Order!”’] 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Explain, ex- 
plain. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: My explana- 


tion is this—— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | 
hon. and learned Gentleman is entitled | 
to correct the right hon. Gentleman if | 
a mistake is made, but he is not entitled | 


to make a speech. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: My explana- 
tion is this. 
has cited one sentence from my election 
addresses, and my election was fought 
upon the principle that we should adopt 
the Canadian settlement as proposed in 
the Report of Lord Durham—and even 
the sentence he cites shows that I was 
anxious for inquiry on the spot, and a 
settlement according to the result of that 
inquiry. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am _ extremely 
obliged to the hon. Member for making 
it perfectly clear that my contention was 
absolutely accurate. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW again rose. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. 


Gentleman the Secretary of State for | 
War is in possession of the House. _ If | 


he gives way the hon. Member may 
speak. If he does not give way, then he 
is still in possession of the House. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I appeal to 


him as a Gentleman to give way. 
Mr. Broprick resumed his seat. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: My appeal to 
the right hon. Gentleman is grounded 
on this—that his last sentence com- 


pletely misrepresents my position. 





The right hon. Gentleman | 
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Mr. BRODRICK : I could easily repeat 
the extract, but I think it is in the recol- 
lection of the House and that it makes 
perfectly clear the views of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman on this matter. If 
the hon. and learned Gentleman desires 
to recant what he stated we shall listen 
to his recantation ; but I must tell him 
this—that it will have to be in very 
different terms from those in which he 
addressed the House on the last oceasion 
this subject was before us. But I need 
not go beyond the hon. Member for Car- 
narvon himself. I can add others, but 
the hon. Member for Carnarvon, stand- 
ing up there only a few minutes ago, was 
prepared to thank God that he was not 
as other men were who had spoken for 
independence. But what happened at 
the Queen’s Hall the other night, in the 
very palladium of the liberties of the pro- 
| Boer party! What was the resolution 
moved by the hon. Member for Carnar- 
von under the illustrious presidency of 
the Member for Northampton? The 
resolution proposed by the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon was— 





“That this meeting condemns the South 
African policy of theGovernment. . . . and 
demands the immediate offer of such terms of 
peace to the burghers of the two Republics as a 
brave and freedom-loving people can honour- 
ably accept.” 


Mr. Dixon proposed as an Amendment 
that all the words after ‘ terms ” should 
be struck out and the following substi- 
tuted, ** Such terms as shall include the 
| complete independence of the two Repub- 
lies.” And the report says ‘‘ the Amend- 
|ment was received with acclamation and 
carried, as was the resolution in its altered 
form.” [Opposition cries of “* That was 
not Lloyd George’s resolution.”’ 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: I have abso- 
‘lutely no responsibility for that Amend- 
| ment. 

| 
| Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- 
/man says he had no responsibility for it, 
| but did he vote against the resolution ! 
| He allowed the resolution to be carried, 
‘and no doubt the hon. Member for Car- 
| narvon voted for it. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The right 


| hon. Gentleman has no right to say that, 
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Mr. BRODRICK: I cannot imagine 
a more thin disguise of political opinion 
than the Member for Carnarvon has 
attempted to adopt to-night. There are 
Members who are either, like the Member, 
for East Clare, in favour of independence, 
or like the Member for Carnarvon, who 
does not hesitate, not merely to ask for ex- 
treme terms in this House, but is the 
author of resolutions outside which go 
further than the extreme terms. [Opposi- 
tion cries of “* He’s not the author.’’} 


Mr. LOUGH: You have no right to 
say that he is the author. , 


Mr. BRODRICK: Then the acceptor. 
{Interruption. | 


Mr. SPEAKER: Whenthe hon. Mem- 
ber for Carnarvon was interrupted. [An 
Hon. Member : By the Tories.] When he 
was interrupted I appealed to hon. Mem- 
bers that he should be heard. I called 
hon. Members to order, and I hope hon. 
Members will now cease interruptions. 


Mr. BRODRICK: The Amendment was 
moved in terms which we have been long 
used to from those benches and from the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon, who de- 
nounced those who are carrying on the 
business of the Crown in South Africa, 
like Lord Milner. I am in the recollec- 
tion of the House, and those speeches are 
quoted all over Europe. [An How. 
MeMBER: Quote them now.] Those 
speeches represented Lord Milner as a 
man who was indifferent to the suffering 
of women and children. What is the 
effect of such speeches as that ? Do they 
tend to promote peace and good will 
between this country and the Boers ? 
Then, again, we had the remark of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite with regard 
to ‘“ barbarism ”—a remark, | will ven- 
ture to say. which has cost the party 
opposite a great deal more than it has 
cost the Government. [An IRISH MEn- 
BER: It will cost you more yet.] These 
are the observations which are made by 
Members of the party opposite, who on 
previous occasions have professed, and 
who profess at this moment, to be most 
anxious to bring the war to a conclusion. 
Now, Sir, there are two motives which 
¢an possibly keep the Boers in the field in 
“pposition to His Majesty’s troops. The 
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first is the hope—which even the Boers 
in great part have long ago abandoned— 
the hope of foreign interference, and, 
secondly, the fall of the present Govern- 
ment. [An Hon. MemBer: We do not 
want it. | 

Mr .WILLIAM Finish 


the war yourselves, 


REDMOND: 


Mr. BRODRICK: I may remind the 
House of what fell from the hon. Member 
for Carnarvon a few moments ago. He 
told us that the strong impediment 
against the conclusion of peace was that 
the Colonial Secretary stood between 
Lord Kitchener and the Boers in relation 
to the terms the latter were willing to 
accept, and which did not include inde- 
pendence. But the true facts are very 
much to the advantage of Lord Kitchener. 
It was said that Mr. Kruger had left his 
generals to carry out the terms of peace 
and did not seek to impose terms on them. 
In the month of March, according to the 
hon. Gentleman, the Boer leaders were 
willing to accept terms short of indepen- 
dence, and the Member for the Leigh 
Division to-night, I believe, asked the 
House if those terms were offered now 
would they be accepted, and my right 
hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said that this was an error. I 
have here a proclamation which reached 
the Government yesterday, signed by 
Burgher and Steyn, dated June 20th. 
That proclamation had its origin in this 
fact, that General Botha asked the leave 
of Lord Kitchener to send one telegram 
home to Mr. Kruger in cipher, and Lord 
Kitchener, being of opinion that it was 
desirable, in the present condition of the 
burgher forces, that they should have an 
opportunity of conveying some message 
to Mr. Kruger, asked for that message to 
be transmitted and that the reply also 
should be transmitted. On receipt of 
that reply, a notice, of which I will read 
an extract, signed by Messrs. Burgher 
and Steyn, was issued. It was— 

‘* His Honour ”’—{that is Mr. Kruger]—‘* in- 
formed us that he and the deputation have 
still great hopes of a satisfactory end of the 
long struggle, but after the material and 
personal sacrifice we must continue to 
struggle and that on their part ”’—[that 
is Mr. Kruger’s deputation}—“all steps are 
already taken and will still be taken for the 
further provision for captive women and 
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children and prisoners of war, and a resolution 
passed at a meeting at which there were 
present ‘Chiet Commandant De Wet, General 
Botha, and Assistant Commandant Delarey 


was to this effect, that no peace will be made | 
or accepted by which our independence and | 


national existence, or the interests of our 
colonial brothers, shall be the price paid, and 
that the war shall be vigorously prosecuted by 
taking all measures necessary for the main- 


tenance of our independence and interests.” 


I want to ask, Sir, What is it which, | 


between the month of March and June 
20th, has produced a marked change in 
the disposition of the Boer forces ? 
[Interruption from the 
Benches.|_ I must ask hon. Members to 
allow me to say what I have to say. 
This is rather a material point. Every 
word the hon. Member opposite has said 
will be construed as an encouragement, 
and it may tend to prolong the war. 
But he will not shake the resolution of 


His Majesty's Government, who will 
carry out the determination of the 
people of this country, that they will 
never for one moment give up the war 


at the price of Boer independence. 
During the last three or four months the 
Boer forces have suffered enormously 
in the field. They have been reduced by 
6,000 or 7,000, and they have lost great 
quantities of stores and ammunition. 
[Interruption from the Nationalist 
Benches. | 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! I 
hope hon. Members will not continue to 
interrupt the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I say they have 
lost large quantities of stores and ammu- 
nition. Their position is much _ less 
favourable now than it was some months 
ago, but, according to hon. Members 
opposite, their disposition as to the con- 
tinuance of the war is infinitely more 
determined. Where has the difference 
come in? It is simply and solely in the 
agitation which has arisen in this country 
and the encouragement which has been 
lent to it in high quarters. What does 


Mr. Kruger mean by saying that on his | 


part all steps were already taken, and 


will still be taken, for making proper | 
| phrases which, if they were not intended 
‘to convey sympathy below the gangway. 
| have had that effect throughout the 
[Cries of “* Oh.”’] Has he | length and breadth of the country. 


provision for the captive women and 
children and the prisoners of war ? What 
steps has he taken? Has he provided 
any money ? 
Mr. Brodrick. 
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| given any subscription? Has he nego- 
| tiated with His Majesty’s Government ? 
| Not a word has passed, not a farthing has 
been paid by him. I do not for a moment 
suggest that hon. Members who have 
taken part in this agitation have done so 
'in collusion with him ; but I do suggest 
that he sees in their agitation a reason 
to hope for something which he can turn 
|to account. As [ told the House before, 
I say again, that not one mail passes that 
I do not receive letters, unofficial no 
doubt, but still expressing strong resent- 
ment at the publication in South Africa, 
and notably in Cape Colony—which has 
been strewn with them for the last six 
months—of speeches made inthis country. 
There is not one mail by which I do not 
receive the strongest protests as to the 
effect on the Boers of the meetings held 
in this country. Hon. Members may 
not be aware that newspapers reach the 
Boers almost as rapidly as they reach our 
own troops—[Mr. Swirt MAcNEILL: 
Where are the press censors ?|—and the 
effect of the speeches made in this region 
goes very far beyond what they were 
meant by their authors to convey. | 
believe there is a considerable body of 
opinion on that side of the House which 
desires to produce that result ; but I 
trust there are Members above the gang- 
way on that side of the House who desire 
nothing so much as not merely to 
decrease the difficulty of our soldiers in 
the field, but to put a stop to this enor- 
mous expenditure of money. I do not 
believe that by any possibility the debate 
could have been carried on in a manner 
more likely to further the feeling shown 
below the gangway. We have not had 
from the front bench opposite one word 
of repudiation of those sentiments. | 
am afraid we can hardly expect it. Those 
who might do it are not present, and 
those who should do it are not prepared 
to take their right position. It is a 
novelty in the history of this House that 
the Leader of the Opposition does not rise 
to express the views of his party in a 
debate of this character. We are at least 
entitled to comment on his silence ; and 
I must say I consider the right hon. 
Gentleman owes us an explanation of 
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Hon. Members dwell with interest and | for Carnarvon Boroughs, but I heard the 
‘concluding part of it, and I am told, 


pleasure on the difficulties besetting the 
Government. Intwoof the speeches which 
were delivered to-night the speakers have 
endeavoured to prove that our position 
in South Africa is hopeless. It would 
ill become me to leave that as the fina! 
impression of the Government's view of 
the military situation. Great progress 
has been made in the last three months. 
You may retard that progress by the 


injudicious threats I have alluded to, but | 


you cannot arrest it. You may cause 
further loss of life, you certainly can 
cause further loss of money ; but were 
we to go on for a year, or even a longer 
period, we are not going to do anything 
so foolish, so unpatriotic, I will go further 
and say so criminal, as to concede now, 
at the bidding of a small faction in this 
House, the terms we should never have 
thought of conceding twelve months ago. 
If Great Britain is to have that position 
in South Africa to which we are entitled 
after the action of the Dutch Republics, 
we stand on the impossibility of conceding 
independence to the Republics. Less 
than that we cannot ask; more than 
that we do not desire. It is absolutely 
certain that that must be not merely our 
final end, our final aim, but also our ulti- 
mate achievement. For my part, I ask 
the House to pass by a large majority this 
loan, and to repose confidence in the 
efforts which undoubted)y the Govern- 
ment and our soldiers are making to 
bring the war to a successful conclusion. 


sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : The right hon. Gentle- 
man has complained of my silence in this 
debate. The debate turned, I think, 
until 7 or 8 o’clock upon financial ques- 
tions alone. [AN Hon. MemBerR: No.] 
Yes, certainly. I was under the im- 
pression that that was the ordinary and 
normal subject which would be dealt 
with on this occasion, and as—-I believe 
we have it on the highest authority—- 
hon. Members opposite spend a con- 
siderable part of the parliamentary 
evening in more pleasant localities in some 
respects than this House, I assumed that 
this was an oceasion on which I could 
follow their good example. I have re- 
turned to the House, unfortunately not 
early enough to hear the greater part of | 
the speech of my hon. friend the Member | 


and am quite ready to believe, that the 
speech as a whole was a moderate state- 
ment of those commonsense views which, 
notwithstanding the simulated indigna- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman opposite, 
are the views of the great majority of 
the people of this country. [Interruption.] 
The right hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down said that we hold meetings, 
ete., in London, but you break up our 
meetings in the country; you try by 
inarticulate noises to shut the mouths 
of members of the House of Commons. 
I wish you joy of your methods. «4 

The right hon. Gentleman opposite 
adopted a tone in this matter which I 
deeply regret, and which I think is but 
little calculated to attain the objects 
which he professes, and I have no doubt 
sincerely professes, to have in view. We 
have some suspicion of the success of the 
manners, in this matter, of the Colonial 
Secretary ; but when I listened to the 
right hon. Gentleman I was thankful 
that he was in the office which he holds, 
and was not entrusted with the political 
control of this matter. Sir, the right 
hon. Gentleman used every argument 
and made every statement by which he 
could obtain some sort of party triumph 
or party cheer. He regards the present 
condition of affairs in South Africa, 
apparently, with the greatest satisfaction, 
and if there are any profane persons who 
profess to be disappointed, who may find 
fault with it, he refers them, as the 
authors of their disappointment, to the 
Opposition, and not to himself. The 
Government can do what they like with 
this war in South Africa. It is their 
responsibility and not ours if it is hanging 
in the wind, as it undoubtedly is. The 
right hon. Gentleman says that great 
progress has been made. I shall be very 
glad to know it. The sooner this war is 
brought to an end the better. But the 


| right hon. Gentleman seems to think 


that everyone in this House who criticises 
the conduct of the war, and especially 
the conduct of himself and of the Govern- 
ment, is lending a hand to our opponents 
in the field. [‘‘ Hear, hear,” from the 
Ministerial Benches.] There are Mem- 
bers of this House apparently so ilk 
instructed in the matter as to agree with 
him. I say it is our duty to criticise, 
and I repudiate, whatever the conse-- 
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quences may be, the suggestion that we | I do not mean without mercy in any sense, 


are to sit still and see the power and | 


authority and name of this country used 
for purposes of which we do not approve. 


The right hon. Gentleman ignores the | 


fact that when he criticises us, and finds 
fault with us, that in our judgment, and 
in the judgment of the great majority 
ot those who sit on this side of the House. 
the Government are going the wrong 
way about this matter altogether. All 
this loud talk of the right hon. Gentleman 
about “seeing the thing through ” and 
insisting on the full terms that were in- 
sisted on a year ago—all this is couched 
in the terms and inspired by the spirit 
which is most likely to continue the war. 
[Cries of ** No.”] The right hon. Gentle- 
man forgets that these men against 
whom we are engaged in the field are our 
fellow citizens at this moment. according 
to his own theory. [Cries of “ Oh,” and 


“ Rebels.”"] Rebels! The only way, in| 


my opinion, to bring this war to a satis- 
factory conclusion is to conciliate those 
who are in the field against us—- 
[Cries of ‘“No”]--not to yield 
on the main point for which you are 
contending—I do not ask that for a 
moment—but to show such a spirit and 
temper as shall induce them to accept 
those terms which you wish to offer. 
The right hon. Gentleman attacked my 
hon. and learned friend the Member for 
the Border Burghs for something he has 
said. The whole position and argument 


such as inhumanity. No such idea was 
in my mind; but to beat down without 
consideration for or concession to those 
who are fighting so stubborn a battle 
against you. You have to make friends 
ot these people, whether you like it or not. 
They are to be your fellow-subjects in the 
future. The only way in which you ean 
conduct the government of their country, 
and seeure your position in South Africa, 
is by having them as your friends, and I 
ask the House how such a speech as that 
to which we have listened will conduce 
to that result. That is the plain question 
before us to-night. I do not know that 
this is the occasion when the matter can 
be fully and satisfactorily discussed ; but 
the main principle I venture to lay down 
in the present crisis is to continue the 
war to a successful conclusion. [Loud 
Ministerial cheers.] Yes, make the con- 
clusion successful, and accelerate it by 
showing a conciliatory and friendly spirit 
to those who have shown so brave a spirit 
against you. But if you are to go on 
shutting your eyes to everything except 
the main object of beating them down, 
not only in my opinion does the war 
stand the risk of being prolonged, but 
what is much more important, for I have 
never doubted or expressed a doubt that 


|the war will end in the way we wish it 
'to end—what is much more important, 


of my hon. friend has turned upon the | 


point that he wishes the methods of con- 


ciliation to be adopted, that he wants | 


inquiry to be made, but does not want 
any surrender or capitulation of those 
who are fighting against us. But the 
right hon. Gentleman does not care for 
these things. He wishes to push the 
thing to an extreme. You can never 
in that way overcome the resistance of a 
brave and patriotic people. You have 
never done so. You did not in the case 
of my own country of Scotland. You 
did not in the case of Canada, where the 
great part of the population rebelled 
against you; or in the old days of 
America, when you endeavoured to over- 
come the resistance of that people. I 
appeal to the House as well as to the 
country against the doctrine that you are 
to beat down without mercy. [Cries of 
‘ Oh,” and an Hon. Member: Shame.] 
Sir H. Cam pbell-Bannerman. 





you will leave behind you after the war 
is over a state of things with which it will 
be impossible either for the statesman- 
ship or the power of this country to cope. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): I do not propose at this hour of the 
night—[Mr. T. M. Heaty: Move the 
adjournment, and Ministerial cries ot 
“ Order ! ’’}]—to go into the whole policy 
which either began the war or which 
animated the nation well as the 
Government in its continuation. 1 only 
rise to express my regret that the right 
hon. Gentleman did not make the speech 
which he has just made at the time of 
the last General Election. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I made it again and again. [Ministerial 
eries of ** No.”’| 


as 


An Hon. MEMBER ON THE IRISH 
BENCHES: The war was over then. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
had carefully studied the utterances ot 
the right hon. Gentleman ; they are not 
always easy of interpretation; the 


] exegesis becomes somewhat difficult, the 
7 conclusion at which the most indepen- 
7 dent and honest critics arrive is some- 


times contradictory, and I certainly 
understood him at the last General Elec- 
tion to be of opinion that there could be 
no greater calumny passed upon himself 
or his party than to say that a vote given 
to the Opposition was a vote given to 
the Boers, and I was very anxious at that 
time certainly to do no injustice to the 
tight hon. Gentleman, either in that 
orin any other respect. But I must say, 
after his utterances to-night, he appears 
to me for once to have come down quite 
decisively on one side of the fence. 


AN Hon. MEMBER ON THE OPPOSITION 
BENCHES: That is a novelty. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Is the state- 


ment or the fact a novelty ? 


It is a new idea. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the right 
hon. Gentleman objects to my metaphor, 
it is a metaphor which I[ think he himself 
has endorsed, for, unless I am greatly ' 
mistaken, he explained in one of those 
speeches which I study so carefully that 
there was no more comfortable position | 
for the leader of a great party than to sit ! 
upon a fence. And if I used the meta- 
phor I paid him the highest compliment 
in borrowing it from himself. At all 
events nobody can say that he sat on the 
fence to-night, for to-night he has made 
a frankly pro-Boer speech. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : , 
I will ask the right hon. Gentleman, in 
putting his own construction on my 
words, not to use an expression which is 
intended to be offensive. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman says it is intended to be 
offensive. [Opposition cries of ‘‘ With- 
draw. ”] Very well, the last thing I wish 
to do is to be offensive to the right hon. 
Gentleman, but I understand ‘that at | 
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Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | 





Bill. 


least 82 of his followers, or of the gentle- 
men who support him, declare themselves 
openly to be pro-Boers. [Opposition 
cries of ‘‘ No.” ] Wait a moment ; is it an 
offensive expression to attribute to the 
leader of the Home Rule party that 
which 82 representatives who represent 
Irish constituencies—— 
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Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The right hon. Gentleman knows quite 
well that just as the word “Separatist” 
was applied to the Home Rule party as a 
term of offence, which we always repu- 
diated, so whether these 82 or 92 Mem- 
bers, or whatever the number may be, 

' would repudiate the term pro-Boer--— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: But do they 
repudiate it? It is perfectly true that 
hon. Gentlemen from Ireland, whose con- 
sistency in this matter has been perfectly 
clear to everybody, and who have never 
concealed their opinion—it is perfectly 
true that in the matter of the Home 
Rule Bill they denied that they were 
Separatists, but have they ever denied 

‘that they were pro-Boers ? 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Mr. Speaker, we deny that we are fol- 
lowers of the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I admit that 
that makes a change, and if the right 
hon. Gentleman speaks, as I understand 
he does, for nobody but himself—[Oppo- 
sition cries of “Oh,” and an Hon. 
MEMBER on the Opposition Benches : 
‘ He speaks forthe whole Liberal party.”’| 
Well, I do not wish to put it disagreeably, 
but if he speaks for a relatively small 
fraction of the hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
if he regards the term pro-Boer as offen- 
sive, of course, as regards himself, | am 
quite glad to withdraw it. It applies, 
apparently, to all the Nationalist repre- 
sentatives, it applies to the hon. Member 
for Northampton—— 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
No, no. I rise to order. I wish to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman upon what 
ground he says that I am a pro-Boer. I 
am a pro-Englander. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I never knew 


before how the hon. Gentleman de- 
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scribed himself. I called him pro-Boer| whose unanimous wish he profoundly 
because I have seen reported speeches of | dissented. 

his in which he expressed himself in | 

favour of restoring the independence of | Mr. LABOUCHERE: And my hon. 
the Boer Republics. | friend behind me. 


| 

Mr. LABOUCHERE: I am sorry to} Mr, A. J. BALFOUR: Then these 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman. two gentlemen were in that unfortunate 
He says he has seen it in the paper that position. I express my sympathy for 
I am in favour of restoring the inde- the unhappy fate that pursued them. 
pendence of the South African Republics. | My point is simply this—the one and 
In what paper? [Cries of Truth.] I solitary cause of the prolongation of the 
have said that I am in favour of giving | war, as far as I know, is the belief the 
such independence as Canada and Aus-’ Boers have that they have, not in Europe, 
tralia possess. I would go further, and or America, or South Africa, but in this 
say I object to attacks on nationalities, country, a large body of opinion in their 
but in the present state of public opinion | favour which, if the time does come, will 
this is a lost virtue. It has become a control the destinies of this country and 


counsel of perfection. carry out a policy consonant to their 
a ne : views. We all know that gentlemen 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The last thing on this side of the House are absolutely 


I wish to do is to misrepresent the hon. unanimous. We all know that they 
Gentleman. I formed my opinion have behind them the great body of 
from speeches I have heard him deliver public opinion in this country. We all 
in the House ; but I admit I have never! know that the party opposed to them, 
heard him state in public, as many have | however united on social and domestic 
stated, that he wished to restore the questions, are shattered and hopelessly 
independence of the Boer Republics. He divided. This is a familiar and common- 
is, then, one of those unfortunate, ill-used place truth to every mai. in the street in 


persons, of whom there are some—— England, Scotland, and Ireland, but if 
_ ; those who make speeches such as we 
Mr. LABOUCHERE: Yes, I am. have heard to-night, and who attend 


meetings such as have been referred to. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: He is one of aise hopes destined to be utterly shat- 
those unfortunate persons whose un- tered and to encourage the continuance 
happy lot it is to preside at public of a war which carries with it great 
meetings and hear resolutions carried Suffering and loss of life not only to our 
unanimously against their own opinions. OWN countrymen, but the combatants 
against whom we are ranged, and, above 
all, suffering to the women and children 
of the Boers in South Africa. Yes ; and 
what are we to think of those who appa- 
rently spend their time in forcibly de 


Mr. LABOUCHERE : I would point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that the 
business of a chairman of a meeting is to | 


orfectly inde q Jhat is vour - ‘ ee 
be perfectly independent. What 1s your’ nouncing us for being indifferent to the 
duty, Sir, when an amendment is put 


into your hands? If I may say so with | sufferings of women and children, and 
all respect. you are not answerable for | 3°¢ 1 every speech they make do every- 
the amendment, and, of course, I was | thing they can to augment and prolong 
not answerable for the amendment. those sufferings? I do not make 2 
Hon. gentlemen do not seem to under- appeal on the ground of patriotism : 

wa : : those gentlemen. They frankly admit 
stand. The chairman, like the Speaker, | 7 


. : . that the national and Imperial idea 
yuts the resolution and declares it carried | ‘ : 
I 5 woe naaat ried which animates us does not touch them. 
or lost. according as the meeting decides. 


| Sim H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, that is|] never said so. 
quite right. I understand the hon. | 
Gentleman to have been in the unhappy’ Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
position of chairman of a meeting from | appealing to the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. | 
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[ appeal to gentlemen who have been 
consistent throughout in their view. 
They, at all events, have never concealed | 
the view they take. It would be folly 
to appeal to them on the ground of those | 
Imperial national sentiments which I 
frankly acknowledge animate me and | 
| think the mass of the people of this 
country. If I make an appeal to them | 
it is on the ground of the humanity 
eommon to every section of public 
opinion, and I tell them in all seriousness 
and earnestness that speeches such as 
they are in the habit of delivering, how- 
ever well intentioned and directed to- 
wards ends which they think honourable | 
and proper, must have and do have the | 
effect of prolonging a war which, for 
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every day it is prolonged, inflicts almost 
incalculable suffering on an innocent 
population. 

Mr. 


CAINE (Cornwall, Camborne) 


‘said they had had a heated debate on 


other matters than finance, and he 
hoped it would be a profitable debate. 
But he trusted that they might now get 
back to the Bill, and therefore he moved 


the adjournment of the debate. 


Motion made, and Question put, “‘ That 
the debate be now adjourned.”—(Mr. 


| Caine.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 1331; Noes, 
(Division List No. 314.) 


AYES, 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 


Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. CU. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dutiy, William J. 
Duncan, J. Hastings 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH (Maidst’ne | 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone, Kt. Hon. Herbt. J. | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton | O'Connor, T. P. 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. 


Hobhouse, C. E. 


Jones, David B. 


Joyce, Michael 


Labouchere, He 
Lambert, Georg 
Langley, Batty 


Levy, Maurice 


Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


MaeNeill, John 


M‘Cann, James 
M‘Crae, George 


M‘Fadden, Edw 
M‘Govern, T. 


Mellor, Rt. Hon 


Murphy, J. 


Nolan, Joseph ( 
Norman, Henry 


Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Healy, ‘Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hn. Chas. H. 


Horniman, Frederick John 


| Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


Leamy, Edmund | 
Leese, SirJosephF(Accrington | 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 


Lloyd-George, David 


MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
| M‘Arthur, William(Cornwall) 


| M‘Dermott, Patrick 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Mooney, John J. | 
| Morton,Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 
| Murnaghan, George 


Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 


Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) | 


| O’Doherty, William 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, §.) | 


O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 

O’Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

Perks, Robert William 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 

Redmond, William (Clare) 

Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John He (Denbighs. ) 

Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 

| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 

Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 

Sinclair, Capt. John (Forfarsh. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. RNorthants 

Sullivan, Donal 

| Taylor, Theodore Cooke 

| Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E. 

Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 

‘homas, F. Freeman-(Hastings 

Thomas,J A(Gl’morgan,Gower 

Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’n, N 

Thomson,|F. W. (York, W.R.) 

Tomkinson, James 

Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

Tully, Jasper 

Weir, James Galloway 

White, George (Norfolk) 

| White, Patrick (Meath, N.) 

| Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 


CharlesSeale- | 


H.(Bristol,E.) | 


(Swansea) 


nry 
e 


Gordon Swift 


ard 


John William | 


Louth, South) | 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr. 


(Liverpool) Caine and Mr. Channing. 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bayot,Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balecarres, Lord 
Balfour,Rt. Hon.A.J.(Manch’r 
Balfour, Capt. C. b. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj KR(Christehureh 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach,Rt. Hn.SirM. H( Bristol) 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Biywood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Chas. Wm. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J. (Birm- 
Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane,Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow ) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John ©. 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley- 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson, Charles Scott 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cockfield | 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin | 
Dyke, Rt.Hn.SirWilliamHart | 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 





| Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
| Macartney, Rt. Hon. W.G.E. | 
| Maconochie, A, W. 
—— James A. 


| Martin, Richard Biddulph 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzroy, Hn. EdwardAlgernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H. (City ofLon. 
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Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE.(Wigt'n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott(Hants, 
Moon, Edward Robert Pac 


| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. | 


Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, S.) 


Gore, Hon.S. F.Ormsby-(Lince. ) 


Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’w 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 

Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 


| Morton,ArtbarH. A. (Deptford 
Gore,Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop | 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. SirJohnEldon | 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. 
Gretton, John 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 
Hamilton, RtHnLd.G.(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marqof(L’nd’nderry 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robt. W. 
Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf d) 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sit James Horner 
Hay Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 


Hermon-Hodge, Robt.Trotter | 
| Pym, C. Guy 


Higginbottom, S. W. 

Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Hope,J. F. (Sheffld, Brightside) 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W.(Salop. 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 


| Lawson, John Grant 


Lee, A. H. (Hants., Fareham) | 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


~ 


| Leveson-Gower,FrederickN.S. | 
| Llewellyn, Evan Henry 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn. Walter(Bristol,S. | 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Lucas, Col. F. (Lowestoft) 


M‘€almont,Col. HLB.(Cambs. 
M‘Killop, Jas. ee 


Malcolm, Ian 





Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt HnAGrahiam(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 


| Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 


Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, FrancisA lexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike( Darlingt’n 
Peel, Hn. Wm. Robt. Wellesley 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, J.4.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 


fandles, John S. 

tankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 


| Remnant, James Farquharson 


fenshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
topner, Col. Robert 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. 
Rutherford, John 
Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col. Samuel Alex. 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, HC( N’rth’mb., Tyneside: 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Spear, John Ward 


| Stanley, Hn. Arthur( Ormskirk 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tufnell, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Valentia, Viscount 

Warde, Colonel C. E. 

Warr, Augustus Frederick 
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Webb,Colonel William George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. AC E(Taunton 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts. ) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 


Main Question put, “‘ That the Bill be 


now read a second time.” 


Acland- Hood,Capt.SirAlex F. 
Age-Gardner, James Tynte 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A. J. (Mane’r | 
Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, Maj. KR(Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Jeach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 
Bigwood, James 
Bill, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Boscawen, Arthar Griffith. 
Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
sabe R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh. 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord ‘Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
Chamberlain, ‘J Austen(Wore’r | 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavi ius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 
Com ton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Cor bett ,A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 


{4 JuLy 1901} 


Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
, Wodehouse, Rt. HnE. R.(Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
| Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
| Wyndham,Rt. Hon. George 


87. 


AYES. 


Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalry mple, Sir Charles 
Davenport, William Bromley - 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
"Dickson, Charles Scott 
' Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cocktield 
| Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
ee. Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Atkers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
| Doxford, SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Dyke,R ¢tHon.Sir William Hart 
Elliot,Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Emmott, Alfred 
Evans, Sir F. H. (Maidstone) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, (¢ George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, Wllliam Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward A. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Forster, Henry William 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
—— Hn. A.GH(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Gordon, HnJ.E. (Elgin& Nairn) 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, AnGR.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line. ) 
soe Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Greene, HenryD.(Shrewsbury) | 


| Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
( sretton, John 
| Groves, James Grimble 

| Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Hall, Edward Marshall 


Hamilton, Rt. Hn LordG(Mid’x 


Hamilton, Margof(L’donderry) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 

| Hardy, Laurence( Kent, Ashf’d) 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 

| Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 
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Younger, William 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 267; Noes, 
(Division List No. 315.) 


Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Higginbottom, Ss. W. 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse,C. E. H. (Bristol, E. ) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset E. 
Hope,J. F(Sheftield, Brightside 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, John( Kent, F’versh’m 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Sir RichardClaverhouse 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, Wm. Pip glenn 
Kenyon, Hon. G.T.(Denbigh. ) 
Kenyon- -Slaney,Col. W. (Salop 
Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Langley, Batty 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F.(Liverpool) ; 
Lawson, John Grant 


| Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 


Leese,SirJosephF. (Accrington 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh- Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson- -Gower,FrederickN.S- 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Macartney ,Rt. Hn. WGEllison 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB(Cambs. ) 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Killop, James(Stirlingshre) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Malesia. Ian 
Martin ,Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn.W. F. 
Maxwell, RtHnSirHE(Wigt’n 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Milton, Viscount 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hn.J.Scott (Hants. } 
Moon, ‘Edward Robert Pacey 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.): 
Morgan, DavidJ (Walth’mst’ w 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
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Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Marray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, Wm. Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Cnarles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 
Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Peel, Hon. Wm. Robert W. 
Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 


Adjournment of 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Bell, Richard 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burns, John 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Condon, Thomas J oseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutiy, William J. 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) | 
Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 


| M‘Govern, T 
| Mooney, John J. 


| Murnaghan, George 
| Murphy, John 


| Newnes, Sir George 

| Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

| O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

| O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
) 


{COMMONS} 


Rasch, Maj. Frederick Carne 
tea, Russell 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Rershaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Renwick, George 

Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 
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| Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
| Thomas, F.Freeman-( Hastings 


Thomson, F. W. (York, W.R. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


| Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 


Valentia, Viscount 
Warde, Col. C. E. 


| Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- | 


Sadler, Col. Samuel A. 

Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford 
Shaw-Stewart,M.H. (Rentrew 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith,H C(N’rth’mb.,Tyn’side 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 
Stanley,Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley | 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 


' Tennant, Harold John 


NOES. 


| Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 


| Leamy, Edmund 
| Levy, Maurice 
Lloyd-George, David 


Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 


| MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Cann, James 

M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Fadden, Edward 


Mansfield, Horace Rendall 


Morton,Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow, W 


O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’ Doherty, William 





O’Donnell, John (Mayo, S.) 


Webb, Col. Wm. George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.CE(Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts 
Wentworth, Bruce C.; Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Younger, William 3 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O'Kelly, James(Roscommon,N 
O'Malley, William 

0’ Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J. 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 
Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
toche, John fs 


| Schwann, Charles E. 


Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfr’d(Merthyr 
Thomas,J A(Glamorg’n,Gower 
Thompson, DrEC(Monagh’nN. 
Tomkinson, James 

Tully, Jasper 

White, George (Norfolk) 
White, Patrick(Meath, North) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before One of the elcck. 
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Private Bill 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 5th July, 1901. 
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TOOK THE OATH. 
The Lord Ardilaun took the Oath. 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 
Ordered, 


His Majesty will be graciously pleased to 


order that a sufficient police force be in | 


attendance to keep clear the approaches 
leading to the House during the said 
, trial ; the said address to be. presented 
£ to His Majesty by the Lords with White 
* Staves. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted 


‘ the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
: ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- 
» tificates from the Examiners that the 
: Standing Orders applicable to the fol- | 
lowing 


sills have been complied with— 


Local Government Provisional Order 
(No. 11). 

Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 9). 


Also the 


Metropolitan District Railway. 
The 


AND WATER BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee, 
with Amendments. 


CLEVELAND 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 


{5 Juty 1901} 


That an humble address be | 
presented to His Majesty to request that | 


Certificate that the further | 
: Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
: ing Bill have been complied with— 


same were ordered to lie on the 


AND DURHAM COUNTY | 


930 


| STALYBRIDGE, HYDE, MOSSLEY, AND 
| DUKINFIELD TRAMWAYS AND 
ELECTRICITY BOARD BILL. 
| Committed. The Committee to be 
| proposed by the Committee of Selection. 
“TOTTENH. AM AND HAMPSTEAD JUNC- 
TION RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


Business. 


| 
| 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION BiLL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. The orders made on the 27th 
June, and on Friday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 
STRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCESTER, 

AND MIDLAND JUNCTION, EAST AND 

WEST JUNCTION, AND EVESHAM, 

REDDITCH, AND 'STRATFORD-UPON- 

AVON JUNCTION RAILWAY COM- 

PANIES BILL. 

Moved, That the order made on the 
21st day of March last, “‘ That no Private 
Bill brought from the House of Commons 
shall be read a second timeafterThursday, 
the 27th day of June next,” be dispensed 
with, and that the Bills be now read 2¢; 
agreed to ; and Bills read 2% accordingly. 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 
Committed. 


STROUD GAS BILL. 
Read 3%; Amendments made; Bill 
| passed, and returned to the Commons. 


BURGESS HILL 
Read 3%, and passed. 


WATER BILL. 


The King’s consent signified ; and Bill | 


reported from the Select 
with Amendments. 


PEMBROKE 
(COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL. 


Reported without amendment. 


LONG EATON GAS BILL. 
ALDEBURGH CORPORATION (WATER) 
BILL. 


BURY CORPORATION BILL. 
BINGLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL 


Reported with Amendments. 
VOL. XCVI. 


[FouRTY SERIES. | 


Committee, | 


URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | 








LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and refer red to the Examiners. 


KETTERING URBAN DISTRICT 
BILL. 


the Commons with 


WATER 


Returned from 


| the Amendments agreed to. 


CLYDEBANK BURGH TRAMWAYS 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [u.t.]. 
(No. 151.) 

A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order 
under the Private Legislation Procedure 


2L 
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; ‘ > ; ati ‘lvde- | SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
{Seotland) Act, 1899, relating to Clyde UT! TON AND W E , 
bank Burgh Tramways ; and we. JUNCTION RAIL. 


EDINBURGH AND DISTRICT WATER Report from the Committee of Selec- 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [u.1.}. | tion, That the Earl of Stradbroke and the 
(No. 152.) Lord Welby be proposed to the House as 
A Bill to confirm a Provisional Order | Members of the Select Committee on the 

under the Private Legislation Procedure | said Bills in the place of the Earl of 

(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Edin- | Lauderdale and the Viscount Hardinge ; 

burgh and District Water. | and that the Lord Welby be Chairman 
Wiepeeeiaind ty ‘the Laud Ballou ; } = the said Committee ; read, and agreed 

read 1%; to be printed ; and (pursuant 

to the Private Legislation Procedure 

(Scotland) Act, 1899, Section 7), deemed 

to have been read 2“, and reported from 

the Committee. | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 

No. 2650, Turkey (¢ (Constantinople) ; 

TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | | No. 2651, Spain (Barcelona and District): 
(No. 1) BILE [H-1.}. | No. 2652, China (Chefoo). 

Amendments reported (according to 

Order), and Bill to be read 3¢0n Monday SOUTH AFRICA. 

next. | J. Further papers relating to negotia- 

; tions between Commandant Louis Botha 

TRAMWAYS rage CONFIRMATION | and Lord Kitchener (in continuation of 

; yore 3) hae asad : |[Cd. 528], March, 1901, and [Cd. 546), 

_ House in Committee (according to | April, 1901). ; 

Order) ; the Amendments proposed by | [J]. De sspatch by General Lord 

the Select Committee made ; further | Kitchener, dated &th May, 1901, relativ 

Amendments made ; Standing Com- | to military operations in South Africa 

mittee negatived ; the Report of Amend- | (jn continuation of [Cd. 522]). 

ments to be received on Monday next. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





TRADE. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | Annual statement of the Trade of the 
(No. 4) BILL [n.1.]. ae “a fi ; ; ; 
United Kingdom with Foreign Countries 


House in Committee (according to| and British Possessions, for 1900: 
Order) ; Amendments made ; Standing | Volume II. 
Committee negatived; the Report of | 
Amendments to be received on Monday | IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
next. RENTS). 


Return for the month of November. 
NAVAL WORKS PROVISIONAL ORDER | 1900. 
BILL. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; | 
' Report of proceedings as regards 
| 
| 
} 


to be printed; and referred to the 


Examiners. (No. 153.) | Ireland, for the year 1900. 


RAILWAY BILL | MINES (EXPLOSION AT BLAENDARE 
int SLOPE COLLIERY, PONTYPOOL). 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. | Report to the Secretary of State for the 

|Home Department, by S. T. Evans, 

SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC | Esquire, K.C., M.P., and Joseph Martin, 
POWER BILL | Esquire, His Majesty’s Inspector of Mines. 

CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER | on the circumstances attending an ex 

BILL. _plosion of firedamps which occurred 

(on the 28th February, 1901, at the 
Blaendare Slope Colliery, Pontypool. 


CITY AND BRIXTON 


GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC | Presented (by Command), and ordered 
TRAMWAYS BILL. _ to lie on the Table. 
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MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. bourne’s work on Pitt—is in existence, 
Account of the receipt and expenditure | with notes in Mr. Pitt’s handwriting, 
under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up| dated 1799, containing suggestions for a 
Act, from Ist January to 3lst December, | court composed of the Lord Chancellor 
1900. ‘ and three Irish judges, whose functions 
| were to include preliminary inquiries 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894. | upon private Bills. Even at that time 
Order, dated 25th June, 1901, revok-| Mr. Pitt anticipated the difficulties and 
ing order of 8th January, 1901, pro | Xpense of resorting to Parliament for 
i" r private Bills. If it was important, then 
_how much more so is it at the present 
time. On Ist May of this year Mr. 
| Hemphill, the Member for North Tyrone, 
introduced into the House of Commons 
a Bill similar to the one now before 
'your Lordships, and in the course of 
‘ie eaetinis debate the Chief Secretary for Ireland 
said— 


hibiting the conveyance of animals, ete.> 
to or from any port in Great Britain 
by the steamships “ King’s Lynn,” 
* Burton,” and “ Peterborough.” 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


THE TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. , : 
: : eines “On behalf of the Government, I am_ not 
ViscounT GALWAY: As some un-| opposed to the principle of the Bill; indeed, I 
certainty exists as to the date fixed for the | shall be glad to see the principle of the Bill 
trial of Earl Russell, I beg to ask the noble | confirmed. The measure, however, will re- 
; ‘ quire very careful consideration in the Com- 
and learned Lord the Lord Chancellor | jittee stace. I do not at all accept the view 
if he can give the House any information | that a Bill which suited the means of Scotland 
on the point. | necessarily suits those of Ireland. AndI doubt 
| whether it would be wise for the Chief Secre- 
“ ‘ Wann ry,,.| tary for Ireland to take upon himself all the 
. > ' > ;  Arele ! 
: THE LORD ( HAN( ELLOR (The | responsibilities conferred under the Scottish 
Earl of Hatspury): Your Lordships | Bill. I would much prefer, if it were possible, 
may have observed that this House | that some panel should be formed which would 
. . . . 7, © ¢ artiag 2? 
agreed, on the production of certain | be acceptable to all parties. 
affidavits, to the adjournment of the! Mr. Wyndham was no doubt referring 
trial ol Earl Russell until 6th August. |to the clause for the formation of an 
The Clerk of Parliaments has received a | extra Parliamentary panel; but if your 
letter from the solicitor representing the Lordships grant this Bill a Second Read- 
noble Lord stating that in his view the | jing I shall be prepared, in Committee, to 
time permitted was too short, and that | bring in a clause which will be acceptable 
he declines to produce any affidavit. | to all parties. Mr. John Redmond, the 
rheretore the trial stands as originally | Leader of the Nationalist party, said in 
fixed, for the 18th of the present month. | the course of the debate— 


“There are many portions which would be 
very injurious, one, for instance, which gives 
an unlimited right of appeal to this House.” 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE | 
(IRELAND) BILL. [x.1.] 
ne ee | Since the hon. Member spoke there have 

Order of the Day for the Second} been two debates in regard to private 
Reading read. | Bills under the Scotch Act—one in the 
| House of Commons’ and the other in 

*Tue Eart or MAYO: My Lords, | your Lordships’ House. In the case of 
the object of this Bill is to cheapen and | the Arizona Copper Bill the parties were 
expedite the procedure for private Bills | dissatisfied with the decision of the 
in Ireland. Following the lines of the | Commissioners, and desired a re-hearing ; 
Scottish Act, which came into force this| but what was the result? The House 
year, it reconciles local inquiry with| of Commons decided that the decision 
Parliamentary control. It is verbatim | of the Commissioners was __ perfectly 
the Scottish Act, mutatis mutandis, and | satisfactory, and that there was no neces- 
is totally devoid of political complexion. | sity for an appeal. In regard to the Bill 
This is no new question in Ireland, and it | which came before your Lordships—the 
is an interesting piece of history that a| Glasgow Corporation Bill dealing with 
manuscript—referred to in Lord Ash-|a large drainage scheme, the House 
2L2 
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decided that the Commissioners had gone | 
into the matter so fully that there was | 
no ground for referring the Bill to a| 
Committee. This shows that the Com- 
missioners sitting in Scotland have the 
perfect confidence of both Houses, and 
there is no reason why the same thing 
should not obtain in Ireland. While | 
do not wish to see the right of appeal 
encroached upon, I should be very sorry 
to see it done away with. 

I hope, my Lords, that I shal! 
not be informed that this is merely an 
academic discussion. Debates in Parlia- 
ment on this question help us very much 
in Ireland, and tend to bring the question 
a step further in the right direction. 
The Act is working successfully in Scot- 
land, and should be extended to Ireland, 
the geographical position of which makes 
the delay and cost of holding inquiries 
at Westminster more serious. I will 
give your Lordships three instances. 
The Bill for the amalgamation of the 
Dublin townships cost £25,000, and the 
Southern Railway Amalgamation scheme 
cost £30,000. Both measures were abortive 
the first year; they were reintroduced 
and finally passed. I leave your Lord- 
ships to imagine the enormous expense 
involved. I should like to allude to 
another Irish Private Bill—namely, the 
Kingstown Main Drainage, the facts 
concerning which came out before the 
fecorder of Dublin. The Committee 
expenses on that Bill were £10,000, and 
the contemplated total expenditure was 
£30,000, that is a third of the cost of 
the whole scheme. This has sunk so 
deeply into the minds of local bodies that 
they dare not face the expense of a pre- 
liminary enquiry. This was in no way a 
commercial or speculative measure, where 


the promoters take risks as to the 
costs, but one necessary for the 
health and lives of our citizens. 


What money we have in Ireland we wish 
to spend in developing the country and 
not in promoting purely local Bills at 
Westminster. I know that this Bill has 
no chance of becoming law this session, 
but there is a strong feeling among those 
who have the prosperity of Ireland at 
heart that an Act similar to the Scottish 
Act is absolutely necessary. The prin- 
ciple is admitted by all parties, and the 
details can without difficulty be arranged. | 
I would quote the words of Mr. Redmond, | 


The Earl of Mayo. 


{LORDS} 
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who said, in the debate on the Bill intro- 
duced by the Member for North Tyrone— 
“T am quite sure that if the Irish Attorney- 
General and Chief Secretary would set them- 
selves the task of endeavouring to frame a Bill 
—and they ought to frame it in consultation 
with the Irish Members on both sides of the 
House—they would be able to frame a measure 
which would meet with unanimous accepta- 
tion.” 
I trust that His Majesty’s Government, 
with the Irish Executive, will work out 
the details. We in Ireland will help 
them in every way in our power. [ 
again repeat that if a Second Reading is 
given to the Bill I will bring forward a 
clause dealing with the extra Parliamen- 
tary panel, which I believe will meet 
with the approval of all parties in Lreland. 


Moved, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read 
2¢.°—(The Earl of Mayo.) 


THe Eart or DENBIGH: My Lords, 
I have very little to say in reply to the 
interesting speech of the noble Earl ; in 
fact, | ean add nothing to what fell from 
the Chief Secretary during the debate 
on a similar Bill introduced in another 
place. I can assure the noble Earl that 
the Irish Government are in no way 
opposed to the principle of the Bill, and 
are agreeable to its being read a second 
time. The Bill will require careful con- 
sideration in Committee, for it is doubtful 
whether the details of the Scottish 
Private Legislation Procedure Bill will 
necessarily be found applicable to Ireland. 
I am afraid this will be in one sense an 
academic discussion, because, as_ the 
noble Earl himself admitted, there is no 
chance of the Bill becoming law this 
session. 


Duke or ABERCORN: My 
Lords, I desire to express my pleasure 
at the reception which the Bill has re 
ceived at the hands of His Majesty’ 
Government. Ireland is a poor country, 
and what we desire is to prevent the flow 
of money out of the country. The Bill 
is to enable the local authorities to a cet 
tain extent to legislate in their own 
affairs, and keep in the country money 
necessary for its development. I was, 
therefore, very glad to hear the answer 
given by the noble Earl. 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I have 
for many years been in favour of a 
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measure of this sort. Some thirty years); the Speaker of the House of Commons 
ago the noble Duke opposite, I remember, for his opinion upon it. Why it was not 
prepared, if he did not actually introduce, pursued further I am not able to say, 
a Bill on these lines. He was Chief but this will give your Lordships an idea 
Secretary for Ireland at the time, and I, of the delay which, from one cause or 
as Lord Lieutenant, was entirely in another, has taken place in remedying a 
accord with his views. Since then much grievance which I consider to be a sub- 
has been done in favour of the principle stantial one. It would be greatly to the 
of local inquiries in Ireland, and Ido not credit of His Majesty’s Government if 
think that the difficulty of the appeal they would carry through a Bill onthe 
will be a very serious one. It is most subject. To my mind this Bill bristles 
important, in a poor country like Ireland, too much with safeguards and securities 
to diminish the expenses connected with | of all kinds. 

private Bills. There are, I believe, two 

opinions on the point, but I have always) THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
thought that, on the whole, the argu- (The Earl of Morey): My Lords, as 
ments went to show that if you had local there is no chance of this Bill becoming 
inquiries such as those contemplated by law this session, I will not take up the 
this Bill, the expenditure would be greatly time of the House in discussing its 
diminished. The noble Earl wisely said details. I am by no means opposed to 
that this Bill is devoid of political com- the Bill ; on the contrary, I think that, 
plexion. It is quite possible that the after the measure which was passed for 
exact machinery suitable for Scotland Scotland two years ago, it would be dis- 
will not apply to Ireland without amend- tinctly inconsistent if a similar measure 
ment. Some difficulty will arise with was not passed for Ireland. I hope that 
regard to the extra Parliamentary panel, the Bill will, as the noble Earl opposite 
but that difficulty will, I hope, be treated suggests, be taken up by the Govern- 
non-politically, be overcome, and that ment. In the meantime the working of 
the Bill will receive the assent ofall the Act relating to Scotland can be 
parties in Ireland. There is little chance watched. But that Act, considering its 
of any progress with the Bill this session, extreme complexity, has, as far as I can 
but I hope it will be adopted before long. judge, worked extremely well. 1 do not 
think any disadvantage will arise if 
another year should pass before an Act 
for Ireland becomes law. 


*THe Ear of NORTHBROOK: My 
Lords, I had hoped that we should have 
heard from the two Front Benches some- *THue LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
thing a little more cordial in support of LAND (Lord AsHBouRNE): My Lords, 
the Bill. This is a measure, it seems to I apprehend that there is no one in this 
me, that can hardly be expected to pass House who would not cordially welcome 
unless it is brought in by His Majesty's any legislation for the purpose of giving 
trovernment, and I should like to have facilities for cheap and ready dealing 
heard from the Bench opposite that the with Irish private Bills. The need of 
Government would take up the Bill or such a Bill as this has for many years 
introduce one to carry out its objects. —in fact, as long as 1 can remember— 
While, as your Lordships know, I am_ been one of the commonplaces of public 
opposed to a separate Parliament and life in Ireland, and everyone admits the 
Executive Government for Ireland, I great inconvenience of spending thou- 
teal that, with regard to private legis- sands of pounds on purely Irish Bills in 
lative procedure, the Irish people have London. Practically there is no vestige 
lor many years been subject to a of difference of opinion as to the desir- 
“rious grievanee. As long ago as ability of meeting this grievance with 
1848 Sir Thomas Redington, the regard to private legislation. But the 
then Under Secretary for Ireland, Bill introduced to-day by the noble Earl, 
prepared the details of a measure which seeks to apply the Scottish Act to 
'o the same effect as the one now. Ireland without the alterations in detail 
before the House. It was supported by | necessary to make it applicable to Ireland, 
Lord Clarendon, who was then Lord might not work. It might be well, before 
Lieutenant of Ireland, and referred to | applying it to Ireland, to have further 
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experience of the working of the Scottish 
measure, and to consider carefully and 
closely the alterations in detail which 
may be needed to make it appropriate 
to and useful in Ireland. It is impossible 


Indian Officials—Leave 


that anything can be done this session. | 


Every one of your Lordships will, I am 
cure, be ready to give a Second Reading to 
the Bill to express approvalof its principle, 
but I do not think it would be wise for 
the noble Earl to seek to press it any 
further this session. 


*THe Eart oF MAYO: I thank the 
noble and learned Lord for what he has 
said, but he dealt, if he will pardon me 
for saying so, with generalities. The 
question has been very closely studied 
in Ireland, and has been well threshed 
out before the Statistical Society in 
Dublin. The Bar Council in Ireland 
and the chambers of commerce in the 


large towns have carefully considered | 


this proposal, and have passed resolu- 
tions in favour of it. Clause 4 is the 
rock upon which opinion in Ireland is 
likely to split, but I think we are sensible 
enough in Ireland to give and take. | 
thank the House for granting the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and hope the noble 
and learned Lord will not oppose its 
going into Committee. The discussions 
appear in //ansard and in the news- 
papers, and are most useful to us in 
Lreland. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: It is absolutely 

impossible, at this period of the session, 
to present the possible drafting 
changes which would be required to 
make the Scottish Bill appropriate to 
Ireland. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: It is matter 
for regret that the noble and learned 
Lord should continually throw cold 
water on the Bill. 


*Lorp ASHBOURNE: The noble Lord 
is mistaken. No one could have spoken 
more strongly than I did in favour of 
the principle of the Bill. What I said 
was that the Scottish Act could not be 
applied to Ireland without some change. 


Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: I do not 
think that is an accurate description of 
the noble Lord’s speech. He said the 


Lord Ashbourne. 


{LORDS} 
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[principle of the Scottish Act was one 
that could be applied to Ireland, but the 
details were not such as could be applied. 


| *Lorpv ASHBOURNE: Hear, hear. 

| Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: With regard 
to the details, I think your Lordships 
‘will agree that the only point on which 
there can be any difference is that of the 
extra Parliamentary panel. If the pro- 
vision in the Bill became law, it would at 
once be said that the panel was a Castle 
panel, and difficulties would arise. That 
is a matter to which the noble Ear! will 
have to apply his mind. It will be neces- 
sary to find an automatic method of 
appointing the extra-Parliamentary panel 
to which that objection will not apply, 
and which will be accepted by Irishmen 
generally, to whatever party they belong. 


The noble Earl below the gangway 
attributed coolness to the noble Earl 


beside me with regard to his support of 
this Bill, but I am sure he supported it 
with his whole heart. He told us that 
when he was Lord Lieutenant a Bill on 
the subject was prepared by the Chief 
Secretary, which received his cordial 
support, and I do not think it would 
have been easy for the noble Earl to 
more definitely show his support of the 
measure. He is certainly not chargeable 
with any lukewarmness in the matter. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2? 
accordingly, and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 
OFFICIALS—LEAVE OUT OF 

INDIA. 

*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I beg to 
'ask His Majesty’s Government whether 

they will consider the Government of 

India Acts with a view to so amending 

them as to enable the officials, now de- 

barred by those Acts from taking leave 
| out of India, to do so on medical certifi- 
cate. Some ten years ago the noble 

Marquess at the head of the Government 

introduced a Bill to amend these Acts in 

the direction I have indicated. That Bill 
passed through certain stages in your 

Lordships’ House, but was not pro 
| ceeded with further. At the present 
| time there are four high officials who are 
| debarred from taking leave in Europe— 
| the Viceroy, the Commander-in-Chief 


INDIAN 
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India, and the Governors in Bombay and 
Madras—and it is possible that any one 





seriously ill that he ought to be sent 
home for a change. The Acts to which 
| have referred are not like those of the 


amended. In 1887 they were amended 
to enable the then Commander-in-Chief 
in Bombay—His Royal Highness the 
Duke of Connaught—to come home and 
take part in Her late Majesty's Jubilee, 
and they were further altered so as to 
enable Members of Council to take leave 
in Europe. In bringing in the latter 
Bill. the noble Viscount, Lord Cross, 
who was then Secretary of State for 
India, supported it with the argument 
that it would be distinctly advantageous 
ifthe Government could, when necessary, 
summon home these officials for con- 
sultation. Your Lordships will readily 
understand that occasions do arise when 
this course is very desirable. It is impos- 
sible to put all the arguments that one 
can adduce into a telegram or even into 
aletter, and [am sure that at the present 
moment the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies realises the advantage of being 
in personal communication with the 
High Commissioner of South Africa. 
Except in this particular the Acts in 
question are admirable in themselves. 
These are the only four officials in the 
whole officialdom of the British Empire 
who are debarred from taking leave in 
Europe. The Governors of Canada and 
Australia can take leave in Europe, under 
certain conditions, as also can the High 
Commissioner of South Africa, whose 
office is very much akin to that of the 
Viceroy of India. As your Lordships 
know, Lord Milner is now at home on 
leave, and I have no doubt that his visit 
to this country will reinvigorate him for 
the performance of the arduous duties 
he has before him. 

Again, in 1895 the Acts governing 
India were materially altered, and the 
military officers who had been Com- 
manders-in-Chief in Bombay and Madras 
lost their titles. On 31st March, 1895, 
they were not allowed, as Commanders- 
in-Chief, to come to Europe on leave ; 
but on April 1st—the next day—those 
two officers could come to Europe, their 
titles as Commanders-in-Chief having 


been dropped. They became Lieutenant- | 





{5 Juty 1901} 


of these high officials may become so | 


Medes and Persians, but are occasionally | 
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|General of the Western Army and 
'Lieutenant-General of the Southern 
Army respectively, but they did practi- 
cally the same work. Take the case of 
the Governors of Bombay and Madras. 
The Governor of Bombay may, if he 
pleases, go to Africa for six months, and 
the Governor of Madras may spend a 
similar period on the Laccadive Islands ; 
but they cannot come to Europe. If 
there is such an extraordinary virtue in 
this provision as would appear, it would 
have been necessary, for instance, when 
Sir George White laid down the reins of 
office as Commander-in-Chief in India, 
for Sir William Lockhart, who was then 
in India, and whom Her Majesty had 
intimated her intention of appointing 
to the post, to have immediately sue- 
ceeded him; but, in order that Sir 
William Lockhart might come to Eng- 
land on leave, his formal appointment 
was postponed, and another _ officer 
appointed pro tem. to perform the duties. 
With regard to the Viceroy, | do not 
think there is anything in the Act to 
prevent him spending any time he 
pleases in Africa, so long as he does not 
go west of the Cape of Good Hope. He 
may go to Africa, outof reach of telegrams 
and letters, but he may not come home, 
where he would be in constant telegraphic 
touch with India. 

When my noble friend Lord Elgin 
was Viceroy he became so unwell that 
his medical officer had to send him to the 
Bay of Bengal for eight or ten days. 
The late Sir William Lockhart was so ill 
that his medical officer tried the same 


prescription, but. unfortunately for 
India and for England, it was not 
YY 


successful, and we lost, at a most critical 
moment, the services of the Commander- 
in-Chief in India—a most distinguished 
officer, a most sagacious adviser, and one 
whose advice at that moment in England 
might have been of the very greatest 
service to the Government. It is not 
in my power to say that if he had been 
able to come home to England his life 
would have been saved, but I know 
it is the invariable practice of medical 
men when they feel that the case is 
hopeless in India to send the sufferer to 
Europe. In the case of Sir William 
Lockhart that was impossible under the 
Act, because, if he had landed in any 
part of Europe, his office would have been 
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ipso facto vacated, and his salary would 
have ceased from the moment he left 
India. These Acts were prepared and 
passed through Parliament in the days 
when it took months to send a message 
to India and to receive one back, when 


it might possibly happen that an officer 


might die or desert his post and no 
intimation of the occurrence would 
reach home for several months, during 
the whole of which time the oftice would 
be vacated. But such a provision with 
regard to leave is quite unnecessary now. 
When my noble friend Lord Elgin’s 
distinguished father died in India the 
senior of the two Governors went up 
to Calcutta automatically and filled his 
place; the senior Member of Council 
filled that Governor's place automatically, 
and so on down the scale. The Act 
itself provided the remedy, and it is 
unreasonable to suppose that it would 
work with greater friction in the case 
of a high official occasionally coming 
home to England for three or four 
months leave. I left Bombay, for 
instance, thirty-six hours before my 
successor, Lord Sandhurst, arrived, but 
everything worked smoothly, the senior 
Member of Council acting as Governor 
for those few hours. 

! do not for one moment suppose that 
these high officials to whom my question 
refers will try to get away on leave. 
They are generally too much imbued 
with the sense of the high responsibility 
that rests upon them; but, if their 
medical advisers told them they ought 
to take three or four months leave 
during their five years service, and they 
acted on their advice, I am_ perfectly 
certain they would do their work better 
in the last vear of their service. I cannot 
help thinking that the noble Marquess 
on the Front Bench, whom I had the 
honour of serving with in India, and the 
noble Earl below the gangway, will 
acknowledge that in the last months of 
their service they could not boast of 
the same vigour of mind as during the 
earlier part, and that they must feel 
that if they had had a little English air 
in the middle of their service they would 
have been better men at the end. It is 
generally supposed that going to the hills 
is taking a holiday. But the work of the 
country has to be conducted whether 
the official is in the Presidency town | 


Lord Harris, 
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}or in the hills. There is, therefore, no 
leisure. I think it is a mistake to run 
the risk of losing a valuable life rather 
than amend an Act which was passed 
many decades ago for the particular 
circumstances of that time. I hope the 
noble Earl who will reply on behalf of the 
Government will communicate with the 
Viceroy and consult him, not only as to 
his opinion, but also, which is highly 
important, the opinion of natives upon 
the subject. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror INDIA (The Earl of 
HArDWICKE): My Lords, I feel sure 
your Lordships will agree that the 
speech we have just listened to has 
been full of interest, and that my 
noble friend has said everything that 
could be said in favour of the policy 
he advocated. I know that there is an 
important matter coming before your 
Lordships this evening, and I will be as 
brief as I possibly can in my reply. The 
noble Lord has referred to various 
changes of appointments in India to prove 
his argument, and I do not propose to 
challenge any of the statements he has 
made ; but I think the analogy between 
the Viceroy and Governors in India 
and the Governors of our Constitutional 
colonies is hardly a fair one. He stated 
that the Act was amended in order to 
permit of His Royal Highness the Duke ot 
Connaught coming home to attend Her 
late Majesty’s Jubilee. A special Act 
was passed on that occasion to enable 
His Royal Highness to come home on 
leave, and it was owing to that Bill that 
the question first arose. During the 
debate on the Bill in the House of Com- 
mons, Mr. Smith, then Leader of the 
House, promised to introduce legislation. 
A Bill was introduced in that House in 
1888, which did not proceed very far, and 
in 1891 my noble friend Viscount Cross 
introduced a Bill in your Lordships’ 
House which provided that the high 
officials in India should be allowed to re- 
turn home on urgent public affairs. 
That Bill passed your Lordships’ House, 
but did not go any further. In the 
following year the noble Viscount again 
introduced a similar Bill, and on the 
Third Reading he moved an Amendment 
to include permission for these high 
officials to return home on medical 
certificates ; but that Bill, after passing 
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your Lordships’ House, went no further. 


Such, my Lords, are briefly the facts | 


connected with the legislation proposed 
between the year 1888 and 1892, and, so 
far as I am aware, no Government has 
contemplated introducing similar legis- 
lation since, and no demand for such 
legislation has been made in either House 
of Parliament. 

The debates on the various Bills to 
which I have referred disclosed this very 
important fact—a fact which I venture 
to hope will never be lightly dismissed in 
any matter connected with the adminis- 
tration or welfare of India—that whilst 
there were distinguished and experienced 
authorities who were in favour of legis- 
lation in that direction, there were also 
equally distinguished and equally expe- 
rienced authorities who were strongly 
opposed to any legislation of the kind. 
Therefore the last Bill of Lord Cross was 
not proceeded with in the House of Com- 
mons, as it was thought injudicious to 
attempt to force a Bill through Parlia- 
ment against the opposition which existed 
in the minds of so many experienced 
Indian officials. The question on the 
Paper is in no sense a party question. 
It refers only to the granting of leave 
on medical certificate ; and I would here 
point out that it is difficult to separate the 
granting of leave on medical certificate 
and leave on urgent public affairs, and to 
differentiate betweent hose twoexigencies. 
If one of these high officials is to be 


enabled to return home on_ personal | 


grounds, it seems natural that the Secre- 
tarvof State should be allowed to summon 
him home on publie grounds. One of 
the chief arguments against the Viceroy 
being allowed to return to England, 
either on a summons from the Secretary 
of State or on the grounds of ill-health, 
is that the effect on the minds of the 
native population might be dangerous. 
The Viceroy represents to them the 
embodiment of British sovereignty, and 
they do not recognise or understand 
that it is possible for him to be sum- 
moned home or to ask to have leave to 
come home from the Secretary of State. 
That argument, I know, only applies to 
the Viceroy. 

With regard to the Governors of 
Bombay and Madras and the Commander- 
in-Chief this argument was advanced at 
the time I am referring to—that if the 
health of any of these officials was such as | 
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}to necessitate their return home on 
medical certificate, it was more than pro- 
bable that a few months leave at home 
would not be sufficient to restore to them 
the strength and energy necessary for 
the discharge of their duties in India, and 
that in such circumstances it would be 
better to resign the appointment at once. 
Another argument advanced is that it 
would be difficult, if not impossible, in 
practice, to define urgent public affairs. 
The temptation to the Secretary of State 
would be great, whenever a deadlock 
occurred in India, to bring home the 
Viceroy for consultation, and it has 
also been said that to place in the hands 
of a medical board the power of deciding 
whether or not a high official should 
return to England might, with regard 
especially to the Viceroy, be very unde- 
sirable. The noble Lord placed before 
your Lordships the case from the point 
of view of those who are in favour ot 
legislation. I have endeavoured to place 
before the House a few of the arguments 
that are advanced by those who are 
opposed to legislation. [| do not say 
that the arguments on the one side out- 
weigh the arguments on the other. But 
I do say, on behalf of my noble friend 
the Secretary of State, and in answer 
to the question on the Paper, that in the 
teeth of such opposition—such autho- 
ritative opposition—as exists it would be 
a dangerous experiment to tamper with 
the existing law that these four high 
officials in India should remain at their 
posts during a limited term of office, 
which has been in force for so many years 
and has stood the test of time and crisis. 


*Lorpd HARRIS: I have only one 
remark to make. My opinion of the 
natives of India is that they are extremely 
sensible people. They see the necessity 
of taking a holiday themselves, and if 
you polled India you would find that 
they think it natural that the Viceroy 
and the other officials should also have a 
change. I admire my _ noble friend’s 
caution in not referring to the analogy 
between the Viceroy and the High Com- 
missioner of South Africa. 


NAVY—SHIPBUILDING PROGRAMME. 

Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I have 
given notice of a very simple question, 
namely, to ask the First Lord of the 
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Admiralty whether he can give the | 
House information as to the type selected 
for the ships in the shipbuilding pro- 
gramme of this year, and for the progress 
made in the works on ships now building. 
But I hope I shall not be transgressing 
the elastic rules of the House if I enlarge 
in some degree upon the text which it | 
affords, and say a few words upon the 
general subject of the efficiency of the 
Navy, which has been very much before 
the public for the last few weeks. I said 
the other day, when I somewhat criticised 
the idea of making great new works on 
the eastern side of Gibraltar, that the 
nation would always give what money 
was proved to them to be essential for the 
efficiency of His Majesty’s Fleet. | 
repeat that statement now with regard 
to the increase of ships and with regard 
to the many requirements which accom- 
pany an increase of ships in His Majesty’s 
Navy. The House of Commons and the 
country will always support any demand 
which is proved to be necessary for the 
efficiency of the service. 
time we ought to have categorical reasons 
given for any large expenditure. The 
increase in the Navy Estimates within 
the past few years has been almost 
prodigious. In the year 1892-93 the 
total Estimates amounted roundly to 
£14,000.000. In 1895-96, the last year 
in which I had the honour to be First 
Lord of the Admiralty, they had increased 
to £18,700,000. In 1900-01, the year 
the noble Viscount opposite (Viscount 
Goschen) was last responsible for the 
Navy, they had risen to £28,791,000 ; 
and this vear theyamount to £30,895,500. 
It we take the case of new construction— 
and that brings me to the subject of my 
question—there is an enormous Vote, 
amounting to £9,000,000. I cannot too 
often repeat that if these Estimates are 
proved to be absolutely essential they will 
be willingly voted. But what do we find ? 
Notwithstanding the doubling of the 
Navy Estimates between the years 
1892-93 and 1900-01, we are at this 
moment in the presence of a curious 
phenomenon. We are in the presence 
ot what seems to be an attempt to raise 
an agitation and to create a panic in this 
country. That is a very serious thing. 
I deprecate that immensely. Let us see 
how this arises. We hear of a certain 
association which has been in existence 


for a great many years now, an associa. | 


Earl Spencer. 


{LORDS} 


At the same , 
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tion intimately connected with the Navy ; 
there are a good many amateurs on it: 
there are some who have been Naval 
Lords, and others who have been in 
Boards of Admiralty ; but they are not in 
touch at this moment with all the best 
information which the Board of Admi- 
ralty have at their command with regard 
to the Navy. I had some little expe- 
rience when I was in office of having to 
raise the Estimates; my Board raised 
them very considerably, and we had 
Chancellors of the Exchequer in those 
days who did not always at first sight 
agree to what the Board of Admiralty 
proposed. I can say this, that though 
I did on one or two occasions receive 
deputations from this association to which 
I have referred, the work which they did 
hindered and shackled me in my endea- 
vours to do what | considered right and 
just for the Navy. 

I do not for a moment say that there 
are not some occasions when the Admi- 
ralty appear to be asleep, and not watch- 
ing all the modern requirements of the 
day, and when they should be stimulated 
to do their duty. But when a Board 
have the interest of the Navy at heart, 
as had, I believe, the Board over which 
the noble Earl presides, and as had the 
Board over which I had the honour to 
preside, all these agitations do more harm 
in my estimation than good. On the 
present occasion we have had a special 
attempt to draw attention to the danger, 
I think it has been said, which exists to 
this country owing to the want of pre- 
paredness and insufficiency of the Medi- 
terranean Fleet. Now, that is a very 
serious thing indeed. We hear of men 
going out there, no doubt men of dis- 
tinction, who come back and_ pretend 
that they voice the opinion of officers of 
the fleet in the Mediterranean. I very 
much hesitate to take their opinions. 
We all know how the officers in the Navy 
support the very strict rule which exists 
against officers on full pay communicat- 
ing with the press. That is a view 
which I believe nearly every officer in 
the Navy supports ; and I cannot for a 
moment suppose that my distinguished 
friends in the Mediterranean, who are, 
if not directly quoted, indirectly supposed 
to support this movement, have autho- 
rised any persons to come forward and 
express their views and the views of the 
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officers of the fleet on this great question. 
There can be no question that at all 
times it is the duty ot officers in command 
of fleets to bring before the Admiralty 
everything that is necessary and desir- 
able for the efficiency of their fleets. I 
know that very well; I have been in 
constant communication privately, as is 
often practised, with a commander-in- 
chief, and they have invariably, not only 
in private but in official communications, 
brought forward all that they require 
for their fleets; sometimes it is that 
they have not enough cruisers, that there 
are wants in regard to guns, or that the 
ships are not all efficient, so that instead 
of having all the ships ready for man- 
cuvres and work on the station they 
have to go into dock for many months, 
so diminishing the number of ships on 
the station. We know that that is quite 
right, and I will venture to say every 
Board of Admiralty knows their duty— 
I am sure the Board under the noble 
Viscount opposite, and now under the 
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fleet is efficient, sufficiently numerous, 
and composed of proper kinds of ships. 
They ought to be able to say whether 
they have enough cruisers or torpedo- 
destroyers, whether the guns are equal, 
or can even dominate the guns of the 
ships of any enemy that may come against 
them. I believe there has always been 
in the archives at the Admiralty a plan, 
a scheme, most carefully drawn out, of 
what shall be done in case of war. | 
know it existed in my day, and I believe 
it exists now. I would ask the noble 
Earl, if that plan exists for the Mediter- 
ranean and for other places, whether he 
can say that he considers the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet and fleets in other places 
are sufficient and efficient, and whether, 
if war unfortunately came upon us, they 
are technically able to carry out the 


Proaramime. 





noble Earl, knows that it is their duty | 


carefully, minutely, and deliberately to 


consider all such representations that | 
But we know in| 


are made to them. 
other spheres that there are those who 
are called globe-trotters, and I have 
always hesitated to pay much attention 
to persons who take such a transitory 
view of important matters. Inthe same 
way I hesitate to place any credence in 
men whom I may call * sea-gallopers,”’ 
who from time to time go rapidly over 
the fleet, and hear from officers here and 
officers there particular things, and then 
come back and lay down certain doctrines 
as to requirements that are necessary for 
the Navy. 

I consider that this is a very serious 
matter to the fleet. These views with 
regard to the Mediterranean have been 
sufficiently propagated in the press and 
elsewhere to raise a debate in another 
place. I will venture to say that no 
individual, that Parliament itself is not 
the body which can regulate the number 
and distribution of ships on any particu- 
lar station. The Navy of England is 
required in every part of the globe ; we 
require ships for Africa, America, India, 
in the Pacific and many other places, in 
the Channel, and, last but not. least, 
in the Mediterranean. The Admiralty 
alone, I think, can decide whether the 


principles of the campaign which have 
been carefully laid down. If we believed 
a great deal that is said, we should 
suppose that all the civilised nations in 
{urope are pirates, who at ten minutes 
notice would declare war against this 
|country. But are we to have the Medi- 
terranean Fleet, or our fleets in any 
| other part of the world, in time of pro- 
‘found peace equipped with everything 
'that is necessary to go to war! We all 
know that a fleet in time of peace cannot 
be in the exact position of a fleet in time 
of war. We know that it ought to be so 
ready and prepared that at very short 
notice its position and efficiency in time 
of war could be secured. We believe 
that the Mediterranean Fleet, combined 
as it always will be in cases of emergency 
with the Channel Fleet, is efficient in 
that way. If the noble Earl says that 
he is satisfied that the fleet is powerful 
enough the moment war is declared to 
earry out the principles laid down, then 
I think we need have no fear, and this 
attempt at a panic could be brushed 
away. No doubt there are a good 
many points that have to be considered 
as we go on; year after year new 
methods of warfare arise. What we 
expect, no doubt, is that the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet should consist of the very 
best types of battleships and cruisers, 
that the guns should be admirably fitted 
to their duty of overpowering the guns 
of any enemy, and that the fleet should 
be so numerous and so efficient that the 








admirals, captains, and seamen can be 
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kept exercised and efficiently drilled to 
perform their important duties. 

I am happy to think that there are no 
politics at the Admiralty ; happily the 
Admiralty for a great many years now 
has been managed entirely without 
reference to partisanship or political 
considerations. I disagree with His 
Majesty's Government on many political 
subjects, but I have complete confidence 
that the noble Earl and the Board of 
Admiralty will do their duty, and will 
see that our Navy is in a perfectly com- 
plete state of efficiency. When I first 
went to the Admiralty there were hardly 
any torpedo-boat destroyers. We in- 
creased them very largely during our 
time, and the noble Viscount also added 
to them. Now I notice that the noble 
Earl, the present First Lord, proposes to 
increase them. No doubt these vessels 
are of the highest importance. It is not 
for me to say whether or not it is neces- 
sary to have an enormous fleet of torpedo- 
boat destroyers on every station, but I 
feel confident that the importance of this 
matter has not been overlooked by the 
Board, that they will see that a sufficient 
number are built, and a sufficient num- 
ber distributed to every station. We 
heard the other night with great satis- 
faction of the gift that had been made 
of a hospital ship from the American 
ladies, who furnished and sent it out to 
South Africa. That ship will be no doubt 
of great use in case of war, and other 
ships of the same sort will have to be built, 
I have alluded to the question of torpedo- 
boat destroyers. In my day at the 
Admiralty we had an important vessel 
called the * Vulean,” and others of that 
class, and, as torpedo destroyers are 
becoming of the greatest utility, vessels of 
the type I have mentioned will be essen- 
tial in naval warfare, and this cannot 
have been overlooked at the Admiralty. 
Then the matter of coaling is of the first 
importance to a fleet. The question of 
colliers attending and following a fleet 
was discussed during the time I was at 
the Admiralty, and arrangements made 
which have, I suppose, been carried out. 
Another question I would like to refer to, 
for I notice it has attracted much atten- 
tion, and that is the question of sub- 
marine vessels. It was a question not 


much to the front in my time at the 


Admiralty, but I notice now that ex- 


Earl Spencer. 
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/periments begun years ago have been 
_ continued, and that five of these ships are 
‘now being built. Some information | 
' should like to have from the noble Earl 
on this point. Of course, I do not expect 
to hear him divulge the secrets of con- 
struction, and I do not imagine he will 
be prepared to express a belief that the 
Admiralty of the future will control a 
‘phantom fleet of submarine vessels. 
But, as considerable advances have been 
made in this direction by other nations, 
it is essential that we should continue 
our experiments. 
There is, I think, only one other point 
I need specially refer to, but that is of 
considerable importance. The other 
night as regards Gibraltar I made myself 
and the Admiralty of my time responsible 
in the first instance for the works on the 
west side, though the noble Viscount 
who succeeded me is responsible for more 
of the work, and I may say very nearly 
the same thing in regard to water-tube 
boilers. We felt the importance of the 
subject, and, after a full Report of a Com- 
mittee upon it we determined to make 
trial of them, and placed the boilers in 
two large cruisers. Of course since then 
a very considerable number of boilers on 
the Belleville system have been placed 
in various ships of the Navy. Within 
the last few months another Committee 
has reported upon these boilers, and I 
should like to know from the noble Earl 
what has been done in regard to that 
Report. The Committee express the 
opinion that the water-tube boilers meet 
the requirements of the Navy better 
than cylindrical boilers; but in other 
paragraphs the Report leaves the ques- 
tion ina rather ambiguous position, for, 
while recommending that the water- 
tube boilers should be left in ships build- 
ing, they shall not be used for new ships. 
Inthis respect the Report is unsatisfactory, 
and perhaps the noble Earl will say wha 
is being done in regard to it. We know 
that these boilers have been in use for a 
long time in ships of other countries, and 
we have heard of the excellent results 
obtained. The Belleville Company have 
recognised certain difficulties in regard 
to them, and have devised means for 
rectifying the detects. Paragraph 11 of 
the Report is somewhat disappointing, 
and I notice that the subject-matter of it 
important in the 
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Minority Report. The Committee say it 
appears from the evidence that engineer 
officers in charge are not made acquain- 
ted with the best means of working the 
boilers, and in the Minority Report it is 
stated that the boilers can only give 
satisfactory results when worked in good 
order and with the required care and 
skill. Now, has that required care and 
skill been given? I attach importance 
to this; and I should like to know 
whether full inquiries have been made in 
France and elsewhere as to whether 
improved conditions and improved work- 
ing will bring about the results the 
makers claim should belong to these 
boilers. I do not think I need dwell 
upon this, but there is just one other 
point in connection with this subject 
to which I would like to refer, and that 
is in regard to the matter in which the 
Estimates for the Navy have been dealt 
with, and I would ask whether the money 
which has been approved by Parliament 
has been fully earned by contractors. 
There have always been difficulties in 
this respect, but I am afraid those diffi- 
culties have increased in recent years. 
Various reasons have been given, strikes 
among the men, the large amount of 
trade in building ships for private owners 
were always reasons put forward why 
the amount earned fell short of the Esti- 
mate. I remember in one year the 
noble Viscount said that something like 
£200,000 of the money voted was not 
earned. Now, of course, if this con- 
tines, it becomes a very serious matter, 
and would prevent the Admiralty from 
providing the number of ships needed 
to maintain our position on the sea. [| 
dare say the noble Earl will tell us some- 
thing about this. I now put the ques- 
tion of which I have given notice, and 
I hope it will not be thought I have 
occupied too much time on a matter of 
the highest importance. 


Tur Eart or CLANWILLIAM: My 
Lords, we have heard a great deal of 
criticism from irresponsible and insuffi- | 
ciently-informed people, directed mainly 
tothe Mediterranean Fleet, which, it is | 
said, is insufficient, and, further, it is 
alleged that we have no cruisers. 


the strength of the fleet in the Mediter- | than 


ranean, that is not a matter of arith- 
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metic, but a matter of policy for the 
Government, and I have no doubt that 
if, in the opinion of the noble Marquess 
at the head of the Government and the 
noble Marquess the Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, the Mediterranean 
Fleet required additions, those additions 
would be made. As to cruisers, we have 
a very large number all over the world, 
and we use them for transport, annually 
carrying some 20,000 men as reliefs 
from one station to another. In time of 
war those reliefs would stop, and those 
cruisers would be available for squadrons 
on foreign stations. The only other 
subject I desire to mention is a criticism 
which appeared in the newspapers pur- 
porting to come from the officer second 
in command of the Mediterranean Fleet. 
I would be very glad to believe that that 
letter was a forgery, and I hope the 
officer in question will obtain permission 
from his commander-in-chief to deny 
having, directly or indirectly, consented 
to the publication of that letter in the 
newspapers. If he did consent to such 
publication, I think it was a very grave 
act of insubordination, disloyal, and un 
becoming an officer. 


Programme. 


Lord BRASSEY: I am reluctant to 
trouble your Lordships, but recent 
discussions in the press call for notice. 
[ have done my best to keep myself in- 
formed as to the relative progress of the 
navies of this country and foreign coun- 
tries, and feel it my duty to say, after 
careful examination of all the main 
elements of naval strength—the men, 
the battleships, and the cruisers—that 
there is nothing to justify the alarm 
that has been raised. The money appro- 


priated to shipbuilding aggregates 
£9,000,000 for the British Navy as 


« 


against less than half that sum voted 
this year for the French navy ; and we 
build much more cheaply and pay much 
less for materials. In a great service 
there must always be something less 
perfect than we could wish. Our second- 
class battleships are an important portion 
of our force for service in distant waters, 
and in this class we have bare equality 
with the French ; and their ships are 
being brought up to date in boilers. 


As to armaments, and protection. No _ less 


£1,000,000 has 
approved for this purpose. 


already been 
The Germans 
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are making a similar conversion of their 
seven armoured ships of the ‘‘ Hagen ” 


class. I would venture to suggest that 
our battleships of the “‘ Admiral ”’ type 
and our cruisers of the ‘ Orlando ”’ type 
should at once be taken in hand. It is 
possible that we want more destroyers, 
and I hold that we should have fewer 
men and fewer ships in the character of 
what is called la poussiére navale on 
foreign stations where there are no 
enemies in sight. Officers and men 
should be brought nearer home and 
employed in manning one or two squad- 
rons of our powerful new cruisers, work- 
ing from Portsmouth and Plymouth as 
their base. Such squadrons in the 


highest state of efficiency, constantly | 


exercised at sea, ready to go to any part 
of the world, and occasionally making 
extended cruises as flying squadrons, 
would possess a material efficiency and 
exert a moral influence such as cannot 
be produced by the present system, 
which had its origin in days anterior to 
telegraphy and steam. On a calm and 
careful view it is clear that we have 
never been so strong at sea as now since 
the great war. And when we think of 
the eminent statesmen and distinguished 
naval officers who for the last twenty 
years have administered the Navy under 
the full conviction that their efforts were 
backed by the strong support of Parlia- 
ment and public opinion, it would have 
been strange indeed if our Fleet should 
have been in the state of inefficiency 
which has been represented. It is certain 
that foreign nations do not regard our 
naval forces with contempt. Our efforts 
should not be relaxed, but let us not 
without cause weaken the respect which 
it is well that we should be able to inspire. 


*THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (The Earl of SeLBorneE): My 
Lords, I am much obliged to the noble 
Earl opposite for having brought for- 
ward this subject to-night. It gives 
me an opportunity which will be an 
advantage to me of laying before the 
country some facts in connection with 


the present naval position and of telling. 


them of some of our proposals. At the 
present moment we are in face of a great 
deal of criticism. I welcome criticism, 
provided it comes from a_ legitimate 
source, that it is reasonable, and that 


Lord Brassey. 
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|the critics have taken the trouble to 
ascertain the facts. I am quite sure 
there cannot be too much mutual con- 
fidence between the public, the country, 
and the Admiralty. Personally, I should 
not desire to hold the post which I have 
the great honour to hold if I did not 
believe thoroughly that the country 
believes in the paramount importance 
of the Navy, and that the country also 
means that that Navy shall be kept up to 
the full strength necessary to enable it to 
do its work. So I welcome public discus- 
sion of these matters, and I must ask your 
Lordships’ indulgence while perhaps at 
undue length I trespass upon your 
patience. 

First of all, I wish to say one word 
about the criticism which is directed 
against the Board of Admiralty. I can 
speak of that quite dispassionately, 
because I recognise that I have as vet 
no claim on the public confidence as First 
Lord. I hope to earn that confidence. 
But the case is quite different when you 
come to my naval colleagues. There you 
have such men as Lord Walter Kerr, Sir 
Frederick Richards, late First Sea Lord, 
supported by the Junior Naval Lords; 
and I am asked in public prints and other 
documents to admit that the whole 
Board, including these officers, is in- 
different to the welfare of the Navy. 
incapable of doing its work, and 
ignorant of the requirements of the 
country. That is a very old trek. It 
you want to make out a case which has 
not too much foundation, the first thing 
to do is to discredit those who are respon- 
sible ; and I ask whether it is a legitimate 
or fair method of criticism to pretend 
that officers who through a long series 
of years have faithfully served their 
country should suddenly become in- 
different and incapable the moment 
they are brought to the Admiralty, 
and this because of the devotion they 
have shown to the Navy all their lives, 
and the capacity they have shown as 
sailors. As for their ignorance—besides 
their naval training, the moment they 
enter within the walls of the Admiralty 
they have at their disposal the whole 
| of the resources of the Empire to come 
to a sound conclusion. I am told also 
that the Admiralty has not time to think. 
It is true that every officer in the Admi- 
lomasd is more than sufficiently worked, 











bi 


ac 
sta 
mi 


eal 
eXxi 
Say 
an 
for 
mi 
at 
th 
co} 
TI 
int 
dis 
wl 
th 
Pa 


ot 
to 
tic 
CO) 
pe 





956 


le to 
sure 
| con- 
intry, 
hould 
have 
1 not 
intry 
tance 
y also 
up to 
it to 
iscus- 
your 
ps at 


your 


word 
ected 
| can 
itely, 
s vet 
First 
ence. 
you 
P vou 
> Sir 
Lord, 
yrds 
ther 
vhole 
$ in- 
lavy, 
and 
the 
It 

1 has 
hing 
spon- 
mate 
tend 
eries 
their 
in- 
nent 
alty, 
they 
lives, 
n as 
sides 
they 
ralty 
hole 
ome 
also 
ink, 
dmi- 


ked, 








957 Navy—Shiphuilding 


but I wish to dispel in the most em- 
phatic manner the idea that there is not 
a thinking department at the Admiralty. 
The Department of Naval Intelligence 
has no administrative duties at all. Its 
only duty is to think, and that depart- 
ment consists of the Director of Naval 
Intelligence, a senior captain or admiral ; 
under him are three captains, five com- 
manders, five marine officers, and eight 
civil clerks. That is a well-manned 
department, and any development that 
that department requires I shall support. 
But it is simply not the case that there 
is no provision in the organisation of the 
Admiralty for thinking out naval and 
strategical problems. 

Now, the first line of criticism we are 
accustomed to hear is connected with the 
standard at which the Navy should be 
maintained. I am adjured to adopt 
a three-Power standard. If a three- 
Power, why not a four-Power? | 
adopt a totally different method of ex- 
pressing the needs of the country. With- 
out for a moment suggesting that a 
two-Power standard is too high a one 
—quite the contrary—I say the 
Navy should be so. strong that 
it can have the reasonable certainty of 
success in the performance of any duty 
which it is reasonably probable it may 
be called upon to perform. 

But that is not the particular direction 
to which criticism at the present moment 
is turned. The point of the present 
campaign is the distribution of the 
existing ships. On that question I 
say once and for all that the Admiralty, 
and the Admiralty alone, has the in- 
formation in its possession which enables 
it to judge of this question. The Ad- 
miralty, and the Admiralty alone, know 
at a given moment not only what are 
the numbers but the exact state and 
condition of the ships of foreign Powers. 
The Admiralty alone has the whole 
information of the Foreign Office at its 
disposal, the Admiralty alone knows 
what the general calls of Empire are on 
the Navy for its service. If either 
Parliament or the press of this country 
is going to undertake the distribution 
of the ships of the Navy, I, for one, decline 
to be responsible. In war the distribu- 
tion of ships is necessarily governed by 
considerations of strategy alone. In 
peace, also, strategy is the main factor, 
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but that main factor has constantly to be 


disturbed by other considerations con- 


nected with the general duties and re- 
sponsibilities of Empire. 

Take the present position as an 
instance. I have looked at the number 
of battleships and cruisers belonging 
to the eight naval Powers—Great Britain, 
Germany, the United States, France, 
Russia, Italy, Austria, and Japan. I 
find that these eight Powers together 
have 318 battleships and cruisers in 
commission, and of that number Great 
Britain has more than one-third— 
namely, 120. What are these ships 
doing? They are ranged in squadrons 
with definite duties all over the world. 
But last year there was a sudden and 
special call on the Navy. The Fleet 
had new and most responsible work to do 
in connection with the war in South 
Africa and the war in China. It had 
also a multitude of small calls upon it. 
Besides these large wars there were 
small wars on the East and West coasts 
of Africa, in which the Navy had to 
take its share. These new and sudden 
calls were met in two ways. In the 
first place, extra ships were commissioned 
involving complements of 7,000 officers 
and men, and some crusiers were tempo- 
rarily withdrawn from the Mediterranean 
and the Channel. I want to mark this. 
There was a temporary withdrawal 
from the Mediterranean. But that with- 
drawal, in the political conditions of 
the world at the moment, was made with | 
perfect safety, and there was no more 
reason why the ships of the Mediterranean 
should not be available for world-wide 
purposes than the ships of the Home or 
Channel squadrons. [| entirely decline { 
to accept the view offered to me that I} 
am to consider the Mediterranean Ps 
a strategical unit by itself. It is| 
nothing of the kind. The sea is all one 
and the Navy is all one; and although 
the Mediterranean is one of the most 
important stations of the British Navy, | 
and must in any war which we can 
foresee be the scene of some of the most 
stirring and critical incidents, yet the 
Mediterranean has to be considered not 
by itself but in connection with the 
Channel and the approaches to the 
Channel. The whole must be regarded 
as one; and I quite decline to regard 
| the Mediterranean as a sort of national 
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naval museum into which the Admiralty | shortly going to get their share of the 
may donate ships, but from which, | ships that are on the verge of completion, 
whatever the exigencies of the Empire | I only state an obvious tact, which is in 
may be, it must never withdraw ships. | consonance with the general principles 
The distribution of the ships of the Navy | which have governed our naval policy, 
must va'y. One year it may be neces-| What happened last year was this : when 
sary to send more ships to the Mediter- | these recent wars broke out in China and 
ranean, another to send more ships to | South Africa, the Mediterranean Squad- 
the Channel, and another year to China. | ron was at the full strength deliberately 
Surely there is an unnecessary mystifi- allotted to it by the forethought and 
cation as to the principles which govern | the policy of the Admiralty in past years. 
this subject. There is no fixed number | If there had been no calls on the 'N Navy 
of ships in His Majesty's Navy. His in China and South Africa it is quite 
Majesty’s Navy does not consist perma- | certain that the Mediterranean Squadron, 
nently of so many battleships, so many along with the other squadrons I have 
cruisers, and so many ships of other mentioned, would have had its share 
classes. The number of ships varies in the increment of the Navy which took 
as the shipbuilding varies, and the place during these months. What 
shipbuilding varies as the navies of , happened was thatthe ships which would 
other Powers increase, and as the duties | otherwise have gone to either one or 
which the Navy has to perform increase. other of those squadrons had to be sent 
Therefore it follows that the distribution | elsewhere owing to the exigencies of 
will vary as the number of ships which | the Imperial service, and I want to say 
become available varies. in the plainest possible manner that in 
/my opinion those ships were sent else- 
where with the most perfect safety to 
the Empire. , 


The position, therefore, is this—that 
as the shipbuilding programme is com- 
pleted, the Admiralty has to assign the | 
ships to the different stations. The) I am asked why, when these ships 
destination of those ships is governed by | were sent to China, we did not take many 
the considerations of the moment—the | cruisers out of the Reserve and man them. 
distribution of the ships of other Powers, I say because it was not necessary, and 
the calls on the Navy for the service of the | to do it would have been to disorganise 
Empire, and many other political factors | the gunnery and torpedo schools at home. 
connected with the state of the world, I want to dwell upon that which is 
which the Admiralty has to take into a very important and not wholly under- 
consideration with the Foreign Office. | stood point. The conditions of com- 
Therefore it often happens that there is | missioning a ship in a time of naval peace 
an increase of the ships being completed | are totally different from those which 
which the Admiralty has at its disposal. | prevail in a time of naval war. In a 
Now, in the assignment of these new | time of naval war the Admiralty has at 
ships all the important squadrons in | its disposal not only all the men of active 
turn will share, and always have shared. | service ratings that are at home in the 
This is not a new doctrine I am laying | depots and in the schools, but also the 
down ; I am only describing the perma- | Royal Naval Reserve and the new Fleet 
nent system adopted by the Admiralty. | Reserve. In order to mobilise properly 
The new ships completed are assigned | for war it is absolutely nece essary always 
where most required ; but the require-| to keep at home a certain proportion 
ments of the Home Squadron, the Chan- | of the active service ratings in time of 
nel Squadron, and the Mediterranean | peace ; and I may explain why—be cause 
Squadron are always uppermost in the | if you fill up more ships than you require 
consideration of the Board of Admiralty. | in time of peace and commission them, 
Each of these squadrons always has had, | | when you go to war the new ships that 
and always will get, its share of the new | you commission will not be filled as they 
ships completed—a share in quality as | ought to be with a certain proportion of 
well as a share in quantity. When, active service ratings and a certain pro- 
therefore, I go on to say that these three | portion of Royal Naval Reserve men, 
main squadrons—the Home, theChannel, | but they will be filled almost entirely 
and the Mediterranean—are all now with Royal Naval Reserve men. When 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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you mobilise for war your newly mobil- 
ised ships should have their proper 
proportion of active service ratings 
and Royal Naval Reserve men, and 
therefore you must never let the number 
of active service ratings at home fall 
below a certain proportion. Do not sup- 
pose that those men at home are not use- 
fully employed. On the contrary, they 
are fulfilling two functions—they are 
acting as care and maintenance parties for 
the ships in reserve, and, what is much 
more important, they are going in a 
steady stream through the gunnery and 
torpedo schools ; and I think it would 
have been very detrimental to the effi- 
ciency of the naval service if any inter- 
ruption had taken place in the work of 
those schools. I wish to say in a very 
few words that, if any admiral was to 
the highest 





ask my opinion as to 

duty in training seamen in_ these 
days, I should say—Gunnery, gun- 
nery! No political circumstances 


existed last year, or exist at this moment, 
which would justify an interruption of 
the work of any of those schools in order 
to commission new cruisers. Now, with 
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the new ships coming on, we shall be 
able to resume that natural process 
which I have already described. 

And here I am able to answer the 
question of the noble Lord as to the 
state of the delivery of our new ships. In 
the remaining months of this year, up to 
Ist January, 1902, we shall have com- 
pleted three of the ‘‘ Cressy ”’ class, in- 
cluding the ‘Cressy’; four of the 
“ Formidable ” class, including the “* Im- 
placable,”’ and we shall also have received 





the last two of the “‘ Canopus ”’ class. 
In the first six months of next year— 
that is, to 30th June, 1902—we shall 
receive two more of the ‘‘ Cressy ’’ class, 
two more of the ‘ Formidable ’’ class, 
one of the ‘“ Monmouth” class, and 
three ‘‘ Drakes.” Therefore you will see 
that within the next year we shall have a 
very important and powerful addition 
of new ships, of which assignment can be 
made to improve, in quantity or quality, 
as the case may be, the squadrons to 
which I have referred. As to the de- 
strovers, the position at the present 
moment is this—at home we have sixty- 
three, abroad twenty-six, of which 
sixteen are in the Mediterranean, on 
their trials or building mene 
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and in repair three. That is to say, we 
have now 113 destroyers, and ten more 
are in this year’s programme. It will be 
obvious from that that the number of 
our destroyers is steadily augmenting, 
and we shall be in a position very shortly 
to send out more destroyers to the 
Mediterranean. Now, the noble Lord 
put to me this question, and I am greatly 
obliged to him for it, “ Is the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet strong enough to do its 
work in war?” If lam asked whether | 
should be satisfied that the Mediterranean 
Squadron at its peace strength should ° 
meet any possible combination which 
could be brought against it, that combina- 
tion being at war strength, of course | 
should not be satisfied—though at its 
peace footing even I am quite confident 
that the Mediterranean Squadron would 
inflict enormous damage on any force 
that should attack it. But why should 
it have to meet a combination on a war 
footing, itself not being on a war footing ? 
I will come to the supposition which is at 
the base of that suggestion in a moment ; 
but I say, with the fullest possible sense 
of my responsibility, that the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet on its war footing will be 
absolutely adequate for any task that we 
can foresee will be assigned to it. 

The whole of this supposed critical 
position arises from the hypothesis that 
our hypothetical opponents will act as 


pirates, and, with a_ perfectly clear 
political atmosphere and without any 
warning, will mobilise their forces, 
that that act of mobilisation will 
escape our notice, that they will 
then effect a junction between squadrons 
separated by great distances, and 
that those combined squadrons will 


attack the Mediterranean Squadron at 
its peace strength unawares and unrein- 
forced. Isay that that isan extravagant 
hypothesis ; and I can see no foundation 
for the idea that the Channel Squadron 
and other reinforcements would not be 
as likely to reach and join the Mediter- 
ranean Squadron before any junction 
of hostile squadrons was effected, as 
that those hostile squadrons would be 
able to unite before our squadrons had 
done so. But the suggestion of this 
danger goes beyond a suggestion. I am 
told that the Mediterranean Squadron, 
and that squadron alone, should be kept 
permanently at full,war strength. Now, 


2M 
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my Lords, in my opinion that is a pre- 
posterous suggestion. I can conceive 
no plan more certain ultimately to defeat 
its own object. To my mind it is quite 
certain that after a very short period 
the old position would recur, and the 
only result would be a vast additional 
expenditure. The real question is not 
one of maintaining the Mediterranean 
Squadron permanently at full war 
strength, because I have never heard 
\eny responsible person yet make the 
suggestion. The question is—what pro- 
portion of war strength should be main- 
tained in peace! I have explained, 
I hope clearly, the principles which guide 
the Admiralty in the disposition of the 
ships. We are absolutely clear in our 
policy, and I reassert that no one except 
the Board of Admiralty is really in a posi- 
tion to give an opinion on the question 
of distribution, and certainly not to 
decide it. Therefore I associate myself 
with the noble Earl who brought this 
question forward in deeply regretting 
the attempt that is being made to cause 
a panic. 

I will now pass to some of the more 
detailed questions which have been 
brought forward. I am asked what is 
the position of the auxiliary ships for the 
Mediterranean Squadron. Now, as re- 
gards these auxiliary ships, people talk 
very glibly about them; but although 
the subject is a year or two old it is still 
in the experimental stage—not experi- 
mental as to the necessity of having 
such ships, but experimental as to the 
use that can be made of them in time 
of war, and as to what is the best type 
of vessel to be used. Now, as to the use 
of these ships, I will simply put two 
eases. Are all these ships to accompany 
the battle squadron everywhere ? If so, 
the question arises as to their speed and 
coal endurance. If they are not always to 
accompany the battle squadron;but to join 
them at a point of rendezvous, then the 
question arises as to their armament. 
Again, it is not a simple thing to say that 
a particular kind is what is wanted for 
this particular purpose. The best type 
ean only be designated and evolved by 
experience, and I can assure the House 
that this subject has not been neglected. 
We were going to hire a hospital ship, 
but we were relieved from that by the 
generous gift of the ‘* Maine.” A repair- 
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|ing ship is at the present moment being 
built. There is one at present in the 
| Mediterranean and another at home. 
We are perpetually urged to annex dis- 
tilling ships to the squadrons. I fully 
| admit the necessity, but then again there 
is the difficulty about the type. We 
chartered two ships last year, fitted them 
out as distilling ships, and attached them 
to the manceuvres ; but the type was not 
satisfactory ; and we have now got 
another ship which we are going to fit 
out and send to the Mediterranean, where 
we shall gain more experience as to the 
exact type required. The depot ship, 
which can follow destroyers everywhere, 
all over the Channel and the Mediter- 
ranean, and act as a sort of store ship for 
the destroyers, is quite a new evolution, 
and we now hope to get a ship and send 
her out in order that she may be tried in 
the Mediterranean. But these do not 
exhaust the category of auxiliary ships. 
There are store ships, telegraph ships, 
and other kinds of ships. All of these are 
provided for, and will be sent to the 
different squadrons in time of war. But 
it is quite another matter whether you are 
going to keep up the whole fleet of these 
ships in time of peace. I should like to 
ask how you are going to man them. 
Are you going to lock up thousands of 
bluejackets in non-fighting ships, where 
they cannot be trained in gunnery or any 
of the duties in which a modern seaman 
is bound to be efficient ? A certain pro- 
portion of these auxiliaries must un- 
doubtedly be maintained in time of peace ; 
but I know of no responsible person who 
has suggested that the whole comple- 
ment of auxiliary ships that would be 
required in time of war should be per- 
manently attached to any squadron. J 
can assure the House that the matter is 
being very carefully and consistently 
dealt with. With regard to colliers our 
policy is simple, and that is by con- 
tinuously chartering colliers,as we arenow 
doing, to induce the companies to whom 
these vessels belong to build as large a 
number as possible of the type that will 
be of the greatest use to us in time of war. 
[am afraid I cannot answer the noble 
Earl’s question as to submarine boats at 
any great length. We have, as he knows, 
ordered five such ships, and the first of 
them will be ready for trial in September. 
[ still have one or two points to deal with. 








96: 


it 

tha 
exc 
thi 


is 
mo 
ma 


adc 
for 
by 

rea 
£31 
ha 
Ia 
ral 
all 

the 
det 
wil 


eve 
for 
To! 
the 
Eg 
det 
Na 
def 
ibe 
for 
Eg 
on 
1s 

Eg 
did 
wo 
for 
the 
the 
Ma 
an) 
las 
me 
pre 
the 


so! 
TO) 
ma 
co) 
sig 
Wi 
thi 
th: 


964 


being 
n the 
home. 
x dis- 
fully 
there 
We 
them 
them 
as not 
vy got 
to fit 
where 
to the 
ship, 
vhere, 
diter- 
ip for 
ution, 
1 send 
ied in 
9 not 
ships. 
ships, 
se are 
9 the 
But 
yu are 
these 
ke to 
~hem. 
ids ot 
vhere 
r any 
aman 
1 pro- 
un- 
eace ; 
1 who 
mple- 
ld be 
. per- 
n. 
ter is 
ently 
Ss our 
con- 
enow 
vhom 
rge a 
t will 
war. 
noble 
its at 
nows, 
rst of 
m ber. 
with. 








965 


It is a matter of accusation against us | 
that the normal Army Estimates have | 
exceeded the Navy Estimates. I do not | 
think that that is very relevant, even if | 
it were true, because the question | 
is whether the Navy has got as much 
money as the Navy requires. But as a 
matter of fact it is not true. The normal | 
Army Estimates are £27,500,000, and | 
adding £2,500,000 as an annual charge 
for three years for stores recommended 
by the Mowatt Commission, they have 
reached, at the widest possible calculation, | 
£30,000,000, whereas the Navy Estimates 
have reached nearly £31,000,000. Then | 
I am told that when the Board of Admi- | 
ralty went to Malta at Easter they made | 
all kinds of dreadful discoveries, that 
they discovered that Egypt was un- 
defended. Now, my Lords, I only deal 
with that particular statement because 
it embraces in itself what seems to me | 
to be a dangerous heresy. We did not | 
even go to Egypt, and if we had gone to 
Egypt we should not have found vast 
fortifications or a large army, or squad- 
rons of warships cruising up and down 
the Egyptian coast; but for all that 
Egypt is not undefended. Egypt is 
defended, and can only be defended. by the 
Navy. If the Navy is victorious, Egypt is 
defended in the sense our critics desire. 
If the Navy is victorious and any hostile 
force has been rash enough to attack 
Egypt, its case would be hopeless. If, 
on the other hand, our naval supremacy 


Navy—Shipbuilding 


is not maintained, then the defence of | 


Egypt is gone. I am told also that we 
did not find a breakwater at Malta. It 
would have been very strange if we did, 
for there never has been one. But what 
those investigators failed to state when 
they came back, and which everyone at | 
Malta knew, because I told them without | 
any secrecy at all, is that so long ago as | 
last December His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment decided to build a breakwater, | 
provided that Parliament would grant | 
them the money. 

There has been an accusation that in 
some very important respects our squad- | 
rons are insufficiently equipped. The 
matter has been brought up specially in 
connection with gyroscopes, telescopic | 


sights, armour-piercing shells, and | 
wireless telegraphy. In all these cases 
the answer is exactly the same. It is | 


that when these inventions were first 
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introduced our experts were not satisfied 
with the invention. They said it was 
not good enough for the exigencies of 
the navy, and it was not until the in- 
vention had been improved and perfected 
that they said “this is good enough for 


Programe. 


the Navy and we recommend its adop- 


tion.”” In every case the moment they 
made the recommendation the invention 
has been adopted, and no money or effort 
has been spared in order to produce 
these inventions and work them out. I 
may say that gyroscopes and telescopic 
sights have already been served out in 
great numbers, and armour-piercing 
shell has been served out to the Fleet 
for all natures of guns below 12- 
Only in the case of the 12-inch 
shells, with which the experts were 
not satisfied till the end of 1899 or 
the beginning of 1900, the issue has 
not yet been made ; but it will be begun 
within the next few weeks. I am 
afraid I have not the time to go into 
every point that has been raised, but I 
must touch on some further points about 
which the noble Earl asked me some 
questions. There is the state of ship- 
building at the present moment. As the 
noble Viscount behind me lamented in 
his time, we lament now the arrears in 
shipbuilding. Last year we earned 
almost all the money voted. A sum of 
something under £200,000 only was not 
earned, a great improvement on recent 
years. But one of the first acts I did 
on going to the Admiralty was to appoint 
a Committee to thoroughly investigate 
this question of arrears. That com- 
mittee consistsd of two members of the 
Board of Admiralty and two gentlemen 
with great experience in shipbuilding, 
Sir Thomas Sutherland and Sir Francis 
Evans ; and I hope with the assistance 
of this committee to find out exactly 
what the cause of arrears has been, with 
a view to profiting by it in the future. 
When you have got into a state of con- 
gestion it is difficult to emerge from it, 
but I can assure your Lordships that no 
efforts we can make are being spared in 


'order to press on shipbuilding, and to 


reduce the state of the work to its normal 
condition. 
As regards the question of boilers, 


‘there are men of great earnestness and 


sincerity of purpose, headed by Mr. 
Allan, the Member for Gateshead, who 
2M2 
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believe that cylindrical boilers are the 
only suitable boilers ; but, on the other 
hand, there is what might be described as 
an overwhelming balance of opinion in 
favour of the water-tube boiler. It has 
found favour in the opinion of experts, not 
only of this country, but of every other 
naval Power, and | think it would be a 
strong measure in the face of such unani- 
mity for a member of the board without 
any expert knowledge himself to fly in 
the face of their advice. For the present, 
until cylindrical boilers are shown to 
produce the advantages now claimed for 
the water-tube boilers, water-tube boilers 
of one type or another must be the 
boilers for the Navy. The Committee 
which lately sat undoubtedly did say 
that the Belleville was not the boiler 
they recommended for future use in the 
Navy. I believe it is quite true, as the 
noble Earl said, that that boiler has 
been used with great success, not only 
in the French navy, but in the French 
mercantile marine ; and, speaking not 


as an expert but as one endeavouring | 


to arrive at a common sense view of the 
matter, I would say that it seems to 
me that the Belleville boiler if manu- 
factured with perfect accuracy, and 
treated with the most perfect skill, will 
produce the results claimed for it ; but 
tor the rough and tumble service of a 
great navy such as ours perhaps it is 
too complicated an instrument. That 
opinion I do not put forward as being 
more than a personal impression. I 
have no claim to any expert knowledge, 
but we are going on with our experiments. 
We are sparing no pains to arrive at a 
decision which will give us a standard 
boiler for His Majesty’s Navy. It should 
never be forgotten, in dealing with the 
Belleville boiler in this country as com- 
pared with foreign countries, that while 
we run the pressure up to 250 1b., or 
nearly so, in foreign navies these boilers 
are seldom worked at so high a pressure 
as 2001b. It will be remembered that 
the Committee recommended that where, 
in ships under construction, Belleville 
boilers could be taken out without delay 
to the completion of the ships, they 
should not be retained, and that other 
boilers of certain types which they named 
should be substituted for them. The 
Board of Admiralty took the most rigid 
pains to deal with this question. 
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went through the lists of all the ships 
under construction ; we eliminated those 
which had their boilers on board, and 
were nearly completed ; and in respect 
of the remaining ships we had the con- 
tractors before us, and went with them 
into all the facts to determine whether 
we were obliged to eliminate any of 
these ships also. Finally, we made a 
selection of ships in respect to which it 
appeared to us that there would be no 
further delay in the delivery of them if 
other types of water-tube boilers were 
substituted for the Belleville type. But 
when we came to actual arrangements 
with the contractors to substitute other 
types for the Belleville boilers in these 
ships, we decided in three additional 
cases to retain the Belleville type. We 
have met with much criticism for this 
decision ; but the principle. upon which 
we have acted has been that we should 
do nothing which would involve further 
delays in the delivery of ships ; and when 
we found that in respect to these ships 
there would be a delay which was in- 
definite, that in two cases, at any rate, 
the contractors declined to guarantee 
the horse-power with the type of the 
new boilers selected, and when we found 
that for these two vessels, in addition to 
the great disadvantages of delay and the 
lack of guarantee, we were asked to pay 
an additional sum of £90,000, I had no 
hesitation in coming to the conclusion 
that in these cases also the Belleville 
boilers should be retained. I want the 
country clearly to understand that our 
main guiding principle in the matter was 
not the question of money, but the ques- 
tion of delay. The final decision, there- 
fore, is that in the ‘‘ Queen,” ‘ Chal- 
lenger,” and ‘ Cornwall ” we shall place 
Babeock and Wilcox’s boilers, in the 
“ Suffolk’ and “ Berwick” we. shall 
place the Niclausse boiler, in the “ En- 
counter ” we shall place the Durr boiler. 
and in the remainder the Belleville 
boiler will be retained. This will give 
us valuable means of comparison as to 
the respective merits of these kinds of 
boilers. Of course, in ships laid down 
this year Belleville boilers will not be 
used. The type of boiler for all these 
ships has not been finally selected, but 
in the case of the battleships we shall 
certainly have the Babcock and Wilcox. 

There is one matter in connection 
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with shipbuilding which 1 cannot help 
mentioning—the question of the royal 
yacht. The question of the respon- 
sibility for the accident to the vessel has 
been most thoroughly sifted, and the 
conclusion to which the Admiralty have 
come as to the cause of the accident is 
that there was not a single error or mis- 
calculation in the general design, but 
that it was due to excess of weight in 
the hull and equipment distributed over 
a large number of items. For this error 
[ offer no excuse whatever. It is abso- 
jutely inexcusable. The Admiralty have 
fixed the responsibility on the officers 
concerned. They have visited these 
officers with their severe censure, and 
where possible they have otherwise 
brought home to the officers involved, 
in the strongest way and most marked 
manner, their sense of the fault for which 
they are responsible. To the Director 
of Naval Construction himself we have 
expressed our great regret at the occur- 
rence—a regret which is only enhanced 
by the full and frank manner in which 
he has himself, as head of that Depart- 
ment, accepted the full responsibility. 
It is a regret enhanced even more by the 
sense of the brilliant services which he 
has rendered to this country. This 
country would indeed be ungrateful if 
it did not feel that his services far out- 
weigh this accident, however lamentable 
and inexcusable it may be. No 
who has not studied the condition of 
shipbuilding in our Navy as it was in the 


early days of ironclads, or has not noted ) 


how the designs of the present Director 
of Naval Construction have excited the 
admiration and imitation of foreign | 
Powers, can come to a true conception 
of the services which Sir William White 
has rendered to his country. But it | 
should never have been possible that this | 
accident could occur. There must be | 
something wrong in the system of the 
Department which rendered it possible. 
{ am quite resolved, with my _ col-| 
leagues, to make such a readjustment of | 
the Department, and to arrange such 
Standing Orders, as in all human prob- 
ability will make the recurrence of such 
an accident impossible. 
yacht herself, she has answered fully 
now all the tests that have been applied 
to her stability. These tests are being 
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your Lordships that she will not be put 
into use for His Majesty until we are 
absolutely certain that she is as stable 
as a ship can be made. I have no doubt 
myself as to her complete stability and 
seaworthiness, and she will be in all 
respects a magnificent yacht. It would 
indeed be lamentable if the public should 
argue from this that the battleships o1 


cruisers of the nation are otherwise than 


of proved stability at sea. Every other 
ship for which Sir William White ts 
responsible has proved her perfect 
stability at sea. I need scarcely tell 
your Lordships that Sir William White 
has felt this accident to the royal yacht 
most deeply and acutely; and he is 
determined that no error, no miscaleula- 
tion, no want of care shall bring about 
such an accident again in the future. 

I have now only time to answer, in 
conclusion, the most interesting question 
of the noble Earl as to the new types ot 
ship which we propose to lay down this 
year. The new destroyers will be 
generally of similar type to the latest 
30-knot completed destroyer. They will 
have the same gun and torpedo arma- 
ment, and be of slightly increased size 
and engine power. Advantage will be 
taken of our experience with this class 
of vessel to strengthen the hull and 
machinery where necessary, and to 
make such modifications in form and 
fittings as will increase their power ot 


rough water. The only radical change 
will be in regard to the speed trials. 
These will be carried out with the vessels 
at their deepest draught instead of at 
light draught as hitherto. This will 
involve a reduction in the nominal, or 
maximum trial, speed of about three 
knots. The continuous seagoing speed 
under service conditions will be practi- 
cally the same as in the latest completed 
destroyers, which attain 30 knots on 
trial with a lighter load. The third- 
class cruisers will be about 3,000 tons, 
and they will develop a speed of about 
214 or 213 knots. The new armoured 
cruisers will in speed and armament he 
identical with the “ Monmouth ”’ class. 
but they will be a little longer because of 
the new type of boiler, and they will have 
a single 73-in. gun in the bow and the 
stern in place of the present twin 6-in. 
guns. The battleships will be all quite 
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of a new type. They will have four| mistakes in the comparative tables 
12 in. guns mounted, as in the “ For-|that are made. Account is taken, for 
midable ” class, but with increased pro- | instance, of nearly all the ships of foreign, 
tection to the shields; four 9-2 guns | nations, irrespective of whether they 
carried on the upper deck with mount- | are under reconstruction or re-boilering. 
ings similar to those of the * Cressy’ and without the knowledge of what 
class; and ten 6 in. guns mounted in | condition they are in. The Admiralty 
a ba:tery behind 7 inches of armour, | possess that knowledge. That Depart- 
and with steel traverses between each | ment to which my noble friend alluded. 
gun. The armour plate in the central | the Naval Intelligence Department, know 
portion of the ship will never be less | perfectly well the condition of all foreign 
than 7 in. thick, and at least 9 in. thick at | ships. The public might know some- 
the water-line. They will have armour thing if they followed the debates in 
up to the bow and stern, but, of course, | the French Chamber, because there are 
the distribution of that armour will be | those in the French Chamber who raise 
slightly different from that in the central | precisely the same kind of panics as 
part of the ships, and it will, as usual, | some of our friends have attempted to 
taper towards the extremities. The speed | raise in London. There can be no better 
will be 18} knots, and the displacement | tonic to those who are frightened with 
about 16,500 tons. I have received His| regard to our Navy than the careful 
Majesty’s permission to name the first | perusal of the attacks that are made 
ship of this class the “ King Edward,” and! on the French Minister of Marine. As 
the other two, which will be laid down | to the Russians, they are in a different 
this year, will receive names suggested | position; the outside public have got 
by the circumstances of the time. I hope | no access to any information as to the 
that our Canadian and Australian fellow-| Russian ships ; and the consequence is, 
countrymen will take it as a compliment I believe, that sometimes very exaggerated 
that their association with His Majesty notions are entertained with regard to 
in the names of these new ships is some | some of their ships which might under 
recognition of the loyalty with which | certain contingencies be supposed to be 
they have rallied round the Throne. As|arrayed against us, should such an 
the first ship will be called the “King | eventuality ever occur. Their state of 
Edward,” the second and the third will | efficiency and preparedness is not known. 
be called the “Dominion” and the| Have they got gyroscopes and telescopic 
“ Commonwealth.” sights, have they got distilling ships, 
have they got all those auxiliaries for 
Viscount GOSCHEN: My Lords.|the want of a large number of which 
the time is. I fear. too late to make the| it is said that our Mediterranean Fleet 
observation which possibly I might have is almost incompetent to wage successful 
been tempted to make at an earlier | war? Perhaps it may be said that our 
hour. But I hope I may be permitted ships in the Mediterranean are not 
to say that I associate myself entirely | ready. But we know that when the 
with the recognition of the great service | order was given to the “ Barfleur,” 
which Earl Spencer has rendered in|a Mediterranean ship, to start for 
giving my noble friend the First Lord | China she started in twenty-four hours, 
of the Admiralty the opportunity for | completely ready for a long sea journey, 
the speech he has just made, and also and to do the duties she might be called 
in thanking all the noble Lords who|on to perform when she arrived in 
have addressed the House in contributing | China seas. There is the case of two 
towards the allaying of that panic | other ships, the ‘* Dido ” and the “ Isis ” ; 
with regard to the Navy for which I| when called upon they were perfectly 
contend there was no justification what- | ready to go. 
ever. One cause of it, no doubt, is With reference to our total force, there 
that. while little knowledge is given to} is a point on which I am not absolutely 
the public with reference to the defect | in accord with my noble friend, and it 
of the ships of other Powers, all the|is a question of administrative policy— 
defects of our own ships are pointed out namely, whether it would be wise to 
and well known. This creates constant | abandon the idea of a standard. Now, 


The Earl of Selborne. 
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I can assure your Lordships that I have 
found that having a standard has been of | 
the greatest use to me in obtaining the 
voting of the necessary sums for the ex- 
pansion of the Navy. The standard 
should be a minimum standard, and 
I would say that it should be a two-| 
Power standard at least, but with a 
margin. My noble friend’s view of 
what the standard should be was some- 
what vague; when you come to the 
immediate question of how many ships 
you shall add to the Navy, if you have 
got one standard, which should be a 
minimum standard, I think it is useful 
in keeping your Navy up to the mark. 
Several times it has happened in the 
middle of a session that we have received 
information with regard to an increase in 
the number of ships being built by 
foreign Powers, and the House of Com- 
mons was perfectly prepared that I 
should go down and propose by Supple- 
mentary Estimate that we should come 
up to the standard which had been 
received as the minimum _ standard. 
I would only say, if my noble friend 
would bear it in mind, that it is a useful 
thing to have at least a minimum, but 
whether that minimum is sufficient is a 
matter which the Government must 
most carefully examine, not only with 
relerence to two Powers with which 
we might be engaged, but with reference 
to the standard generally and the in- 
creasing naval forces of other Powers. 
One observation only with reference 
to the distribution of ships; it is an 
interesting illustration of the haste 
which some critics display. When the 
Emperor of Germany sent four ironclads 
out to China there was an immediate 
outcry in this country, and it was 
asked why we did not send four ironclads 
to China also. What did France do? 
She sent one ironclad. Would it not 
have been a great mistake if, knowing 
the position and the distribution of ships 
generally, just because one Power had 
sent a certain number of ships to a par- 
ticular spot we should have disarranged | 
our squadrons elsewhere? But the | 
general effect of the criticism with 
reference to our total strength has been 
this—and it was alluded to by my noble 
friend—‘‘ You are going to increase 
the Mediterranean Fleet, but why have | 
you not done it before? Is it because | 
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the number of your ships was limited ?”’ 
Yes, the number of our ships is always 
limited ; my noble friend explained pre- 
cisely how that comes about, and I 
entirely corroborate him. We have at 
the Admiralty, as Earl Spencer had, an 
order of battle, which is carefully pre- 
pared, showing the disposal of every 
ship, including the ships in reserve. 
But ships in reserve are not going to be 
all sent to one spot ; ships in reserve are 
apportioned according to the needs of 
every squadron. Therefore, however 
many ships we have, as we increase the 
number of our ships those ships will be 
always appropriated, and the number 
of ships that can be sent to a special 
station will always be limited. 

I think it right that the public should 
be reminded, with reference to the total 
force, if they think that little has been 
done, that there are now under construc- 
tion fourteen ironclads of the largest 
size, besides three which are to be laid 
down by my noble friend ; that is seven 
teen ironclads, the very finest that can 
possibly be built. There are also twenty 
armoured cruisers under construction, 
besides the six which my noble friend 
has laid down in his programme. So 
that you have, projected and being built, 
seventeen first-class ironclads,and twenty, 
six armoured cruisers, also of the finest 
type. I think it will be felt that the 
successive Boards of Admiralty that 
have dealt with these figures and been 
responsible for them have certainly not 
been idle, as some of our critics would 
represent them to have been. Reference 
has been made to submarine boats. It 
was in September last that, without 
Parliamentary sanction, the then Board 
ordered five submarine boats, but we did 
not announce it, we allowed ourselves 
to continue to be criticised. It was said, 
‘““ What is the Admiralty about, because 
they are building no submarine boats ?” 
I found, and my noble friend will find, 
that it is frequently necessary to bear 
criticism in silence for a long time rather 
than to make any premature declaration 
of the projects which you have in hand 


'and of the work which you are under- 


taking. It is rather interesting in con- 


| nection with that to note a French com- 


plaint that perfidious Albion ‘had said 
nothing about the matter when she was 
going to build submarine boats, but had 








975 Navy—Shipbuilding 


rather given the contrary impression, 
whereas now England is going to take 
advantage of all the experience which has 
been gained by other countries. Well, 
[ do not think that that is at all a bad 
result. Although we come late into the 
field, we come after a complete examina 
tion—of course, all the information is 
very confidential, and we have the ad- 
vantage of much experience that has 
been gained by others. I am glad to 
hear from my noble friend that one of 
these boats will be ready in September. 
[ will not detain your Lordships further, 
except to associate myself most warmly 
with what the First Lord has said about 
Sir William White, with whom I have 
often expressed profound sympathy in 
reterence to this solitary mistake in his 
illustrious career, and I am sure that the 
nation will still continue to regard him 
as an honour to the shipbuilding industry 
of this country which he has adorned by 
his genius. 


FINANCIAL CASES— 
LIMITATION OF APPEALS. 

Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I rise to ask the Lord Chan- 
cellor if, in view of the decision of the 
House of Lords against a claim by the 
Treasury for £93 13s. 2d. under the 
Finance Act of 1894 on the decease of 
the Rev. George Stoddart, which decision 
confirmed and upheld the decisions of a 
Divisional Court and of the Court of 
Appeal in Ireland—and whereas it is a 
hardship on individuals that the authori- 
ties should spend public money to take 
them from one court to another, and 
lastly to the House of Lords if he will 
recommend legislation for the purpose 
of providing either that Treasury finan- 
cial cases shall be tried in one court only 
consisting of three judges, or that appeals 
shall only be made with the sanction 
of the judges of the Divisional Court, and 
upon such terms as to costs as they should 
think fit. This dragging of cases up to 
the House of Lords has the effect that 
solicitors prefer to advise their clients 
rather to pay an unjust claim than risk 
the expense of meeting the Treasury in 
the House of Lords. It also looks very 


TREASURY 


bad that the Treasury should always | 


engage both the Attorney General and 


the Solicitor General, where one of them | 


would be quite sufficient, increasing the 


Viscount Goschen. 


{LORDS} 
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| expense to the country and to the victims 
of the Treasury claims. There has been 
another very bad case tried by Mr. 
Justices Kennedy and Phillimore, in 
which the Treasury also employed both 
the Attorney General and the Solicitor 
General for a claim for income tax from 
a poor clergyman on a grant made by 
the Norwich Diocesan Fund out of 
offertory money. The aim of the fund 
was to raise the incomes of all benefices 
under £200 a year. Mr. Justice Philli- 
more said this case savoured of an attempt 
to raise a tax out of public benevolence. 
Such conduct on the part of the Treasury 
is much against public policy ; it en- 
courages dishonesty on the part of the 
tax collectors, and on the part of the tax 
payers. 


*THE EARL or HALSBURY: | am 
afraid I am not’ quite able to appreciate 
the grievance which the noble Lord 
suggests. So far as I can gather from the 
question, this is a case in which your 
Lordships’ House, in its judicial capacity, 
gave judgment for a particular litigant 
who had also received a decision in his 
favour from the other courts before 
whom the matter was tried. I suppose 
that will occasionally occur in the course 
of all litigation. So far as it isa reflection 
at all, it is a reflection on the Treasury, 
and I beg to state that in the answers I 
give in your Lordships’ House I have 
nothing whatever to do with the Trea- 
sury. The noble Lord suggests an altera- 
tion in the course of the administration 
of justice because the Treasury in a 
particular case carried litigation too far, 
but let me call his attention to what 
would be the result of the alteration. 
Under the Finance Act, 1894, various 
disputes have arisen, and I am afraid 
it will be found that in the majority of 
cases this House has not been of the same 
opinion as the courts below; and in 
each of these cases the noble Lord’s 
suggestion would have prevented the 
subject bringing the matter before your 
Lordships. The next suggestion is that 
appeals shall only be made with the 
sanction of the judges of the Divisional 
|Court. In respect of mere interlocutory 
proceedings, questions of practice, and 
the like, I am disposed to think that 
that would be righteous enough; 
| but where serious rights, such as those 


5: SPAWNS I 
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the noble Lord refers ‘o, are affected, | 
it would wrong to close the 

King’s Courts to a litigant who) 
might think that he had not received | 
justice in the courts below. I am ex- 

tremely jealous of allowing a court from 

which an appeal lies to be itself the tri-| 
bunal to decide whether the appeal ought 

or ought not to be brought, because it is 

often said that the more positive a court 

is as'to the correctness of its decision the | 
more likely it is to be wrong. It appears 

to me that the noble Lord has not suffi- 

ciently thought out what would be the 

result of his suggested remedy. At any 

rate, I can hold out to him no hope of 

either of his suggestions, which I think 

very inappropriate, being adopted by his | 
Majesty’s Government. 


be 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Eight of the 
clock, to Monday next, a quarter 
before Eleven of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 5th July, 1901. 


BILL 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): J am 
happy to say that it will not be necessary 
for me to take up the time of the House 
by moving the Instruction which I have 
on the Paper, as the promoters of the 
Bill have agreed to insert a clause grant- 
ing the rights which we have requested 
them to grant from the very beginning. 
On that understanding we have agreed 
to leave the matter to the Committee, 
which will insert a clause securing to the 
counties of Kerry and Limerick the 
rights they have been contending for. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
N.): I beg also to withdraw the Instrue- 
tion which stands in my name, and I am 
content that the clause agreed upon 
between the Member for East Kerry and 
the promoters of the Bill shall also apply | 
to Limerick, the ratepayers of which are | 
anxious to have secured to them the | 
rights granted to them under the Act of | 
1873, at the date of the passing of which | 
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Business. 978 
it was not contemplated that the line 
should be sold, as now proposed. * 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): On 
behalf of the promoters of the Bill, I offer 
no objection to the course now proposed. 


Mr. SPEAKER : There is no necessity 
to withdraw the Instructions. It is suff- 
cient that the hon. Members do not move 
them. 


(STANDING 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] 
IN- 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 

QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Cardiff Railway Bill [Lords]. 

Dover Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Lowestoft Corporation Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER’ BILLS [Lords] 


(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 

THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 


*The following are the Instructions referred 
to. 
Mr. Murphy :— 

‘“‘ That it be an Instruction to the Committee 
to ascertain the position of the counties of 
Kerry and Limerick in regard to priorities for 
baronial guarantees paid in connection with the 
Limerick and Kerry Railway Company previous 
to the Amalgamation Act of 1900, under which 
the present purchase is being carried out; 
and that a Clause be inserted in the present 
Bill to insure that the rights of these counties 
will not be affected im any way by reason of a 
sale taking place.” 

Mr. O'Shaughnessy :— 

“That it be an Instruction to the Committee 
to insert a Clause in said Bill that out of the 
proceeds of sale of the Limerick and Kerry 
Railway the county of Limerick be entitled to 
priority in the repayment in the winding-up of 
the Rathkeale and Newcastle Junction Railway 
Company and the Limerick and Kerry Railway 
Company, mentioned in the Bill, of the money 
paid by said county on foot of the baronial 
guarantee created by the Limerick and Kerry 
Railway Acts, 1873 and 1877, and any other 
Act or Acts of the two Companies or either of 
which said guarantee was given by the 
late grand jury of the said county.” 
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Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. :— 
Education Board Provisional Order 
Confirmation (London) Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bill be 


second time upon Monday next. 


COWES FERRY BILL [Lords]. 
King’s Consent signified ; Bill read the 
third time, and passed, with Amend- 
ments. 


KING’S NORTON AND NORTHFIELD 
URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
[Lords]. 

As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 

Ordered, That Standing Order 243 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.--(Mr. Caldwell.) 

King’s Consent signified; Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 
Amendments considered, 


Lords’ and 


agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL [Lords]. 
teported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [Lords]. 
teported, without amendment [Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lords]. 


{COMMONS} 


read a) 


Reported, without amendment [Pro- , 


visional Orders confirmed] ; 
lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


Report to | 


| 
{ 
i 
! 
| 


\ 
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DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 


FORD EXTENSION). 

Reported, with an Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 


BELFAST 


WIGAN CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
ETC., BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Re- 


ports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 


BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY 
BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without amendment; Re- 


port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
Bill to be read the third time. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 
DFRBY CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed, 


ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. 

Copy ordered “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Tramways Orders Confirmation 


(No. 2) Bill.” —(Mr. Gerald Balfour.) 


TRAMWAYS 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP N). 

Sir JoHN BRUNNER reported from the 
Committee on Group N of Private Bills, 
That the parties opposing the Local 
Government Provisional Orders (Housing 
of the Working Classes (No. 2) Bill had 
stated that the evidence of Mr. Edward 
Overend Simpson, of Leeds, solicitor, 
was essential to their case ; and it having 
been proved that his attendance could 
not be procured without the intervention 
of the House, he had been instructed 
to move that the said Edward Overend 
Simpson do attend the said Committee 
upon Tuesday next, at half-past ten of 
the clock. 

Ordered, That Edward Overend Simp- 
son do attend the Committee on Group N 
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981 Returns, 


of Private Bills upon Tuesday next, at 
half past ten of the clock. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Dorking Gas | 
Bill ; Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill, | 
without amendment. 


That they have agreed to Mansfield | 
Corporation Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, | 
“An Act to confirm a Provisional Order | 
under The Private Legislation Procedure | 
(Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Glasgow 
Corporation Police.” Glasgow Corpora- | 


tion (Police) Provisional Order Con- 
firmation Bill [Lords]. 
GLASGOW CORPORATION (POLICE) 


PROVISION AL 

TION BILL [Lords]. 

Under the Private Legislation Pro- 
cedure (Scotland) Act, 1899; 
first time, and ordered to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 15th July, 
and to be printed. [Bill 254.] 


PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
from Bramley, against re- 
to lie upon the Table. 


Petition 
enactment ; 


AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS AND BURGH LAND TAX 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 
Petition from Renfrewshire, in favour 

of re-enactment ; 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- 
TION SCHOOLS). 

Petition from Birmingham, 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


AND WORKSHOP ACTS 


AMENDMENT BILL 
Petition from Halifax, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


FACTORY 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP’ ACTS) 


CONSOLIDATION BILL. 


Petition from Halifax, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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| mand ; 
ORDER CONFIRMA- | 


) 


read the | 


| the Table, and to be printed. 


MINES 


to lie upon the Table. 


for altera- | 


Reports, Le. 982 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from New Wortley ; 
Asheott ; Birmingham ; Cardiff; and 
| Dewsbury ; to lie 1 upon ’the Table. 

SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 


Petition from London, against ; to lie 
| upon the Table. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


(FOREIGN COUNTRIES AND 
BRITISH POSSESSIONS). 
Copy presented, of Annual Statement 


TRADE 


of the Trade of the United Kingdom with 
| Foreign Countries and British 


Posses- 
sions for 1900. Volume II. [by Com- 
to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT, SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account presented, of the Receipt and 
Expenditure under the Seamen’s Fund 
Winding-up Act from 1st January to 31st 
December, 1900 [by Act]; to lie upon 
[No. 253.] 


(EXPLOSION AT BLAENDARE 
SLOPE COLLIERY, PONTYPOOL). 


Copy presented, of Report to the Secre- 


tary of State for the Home Department 


by S. T. Evans, esquire, K.C., M.P., and 
Joseph 8. Martin, esquire, His Majesty’s 
Inspector of Mines, on the circumstances 


-attending an Explosion of Firedamp 


which occurred at the Blaendare Slope 
Colliery, Pontypool, on the 28th Feb- 
ruary, 1901 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 
AND 1896. 

Copy presented, of an Order, dated the 
25th day of June, 1901, revoking Order 
of the 8th day of January, 1901, pro- 
hibiting the conveyance of animals, etc., 


'to or from any port in Great Britain by 


‘ King’s Lynn,” “ Bur- 
[by Act] ; to 


the steamships 
ton,” and “ Peterborough ” 


| Hie upon the Table. 


| SUBMARINE TELEGRAPH CONTRACT 


(ASCENSION AND SIERRA LEONE). 
Return presented, relative thereto 
| [ordered 4th July ; Mr. Austen Chamber- 
lain]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


‘| printed. [No. 254.] 
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SOUTH AFRICA. 
Copy presented, of further Papers re- 
lating to Negotiations between Com- 
mandant Louis Botha and Lord Kitchener 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SOUTH AFRICA (DESPATCHES). 
Copy presented, of Despatch by General 


Lord Kitchener, dated &th May, 1901, | 


relative to Military operations in South 
Africa [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


TRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 


RENTS). 

Copy presented, of Return of Judicial 
Rents fixed during the month of Novem- 
ber, 1900 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2650 to 2652 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

NEW WRIT. 

For the County of Berks (Eastern or 
Wokingham Division), in the room of 
Commander Oliver Young (Manor of 
Northstead).—(Sir William Walrond.) 

QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR— 
BOER PRISONERS—MADAME 
CHRISTIAN DE WET. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg | 
to ask the Secretary of State for War | 
whether he is aware that Madame 
Christian De Wet has stated that she and 
her children were taken prisoners on 
20th November and conveyed to Johan- 
nesburg in a cattle truck, that a few days 
afterwards she was informed in writing 
that she would only be supplied with food 
on signing a document that she was 
without means of subsistence and was 
entirely dependent on His Majesty's 
Government, and that the British autho- 
rities reserved the right to publish this | 
document ; and, as Madame De Wet. 
further states that she receives nothing 
from the English and will accept nothing 
from them, can he say whether supplies 
of food or money will be freely permitted | 
to reach the lady from other sources. 


{COMMONS} 


of these 
| Divine Service on Sunday, 16th June, 
‘one on Sunday, 23rd June, and none on 


‘of rifle ammunition 
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| Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) - 
Before the noble Lord answers the ques- 
tion, may I ask whether he is not aware 
that there are hundreds of English 
women and children who---- 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 


THE WAR OFFICE (Lord Stan ey, 
Lancashire, Westhoughton): I have no 


| specific knowledge of the case referred 


to. In answer to the last paragraph, 
every possible facility will undoubtedly 
be granted. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Are the letters 
addressed to this lady subjected to cen- 
sorship ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) : 
I wish to ask the noble Lord, as an ex- 
military censor, what does he mean by 
“ specific knowledge.” There is no 
quality with reference to knowledge. 
What does he mean ? 


BELTURBET GARRISON. 


Mr. M'GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for War is he 


| aware that seventeen men of the Royal 


Artillery at present stationed in Belturbet 
are Noncontormists, and that only three 
men were allowed to attend 


Sunday, 30th June; and, seeing that 
complaints have been made that these 
men, or a Majority of them, are put on 
Sunday duty, will he order this practice 
to be discontinued. 


Lorp STANLEY: Soldiers are given 
the fullest possible religious freedom, 
and, unless required for duty, are at 
liberty to attend their respective places 
of worship. Should any complaint exist 
it should be made to the General Officer 
Commanding in Ireland, who would no 
doubt give it full investigation. 


AMMUNITION FOR VOLUNTEER 
PRACTICE. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office if he will state why the price 
sold by the War 
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Office to Volunteer corps has lately been | 
raised ; if he is aware that the increased 
price is a tax upon many corps, and also 
diminishes individual rifle practice upon 
the ranges ; and if he will undertake to 
reduce the price to the former standard. 


Lorp STANLEY: All additional am- 
munition required by Volunteer corps is 
charged at cost price, which has, however, | 
been slightly increased on account of the 
higher cost of production. | 





SUBMARINE BOATS—THE “GUSTAVE | 
ZEDE.” 
Mayor RASCH: I beg to ask the| 
Secretary to the Admiralty, to whom I 
have given private notice of the question, | 
whether the Admiralty have received | 
any information with reference to the | 
gg of the French submarine | 
the “Gustave Zédé,” reported in this | 
morning’s papers. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- | 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-Forster, Belfast, | 
W.): No information beyond that which | 
appears in the newspapers has reached | 
the Admiralty. No doubt a report will | 
be received in due course. | 


UNSKILLED LABOURERS AT | 

HAULBOWLINE. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I bee | 1 
to ask the Civil Lord of the Admiralty 
whether, in view of the increase of pay 
recently granted to unskilled labourers 
in English dockyards, the Admiralty will 
consider the advisability of making a 
similar concession to the unskilled 
labourers at Haulbowline Dockyard. 


*THe CIVIL LORD or THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. PretyMaN, Suffolk, Wood- | 
bridge): The same concession has been | . 
made in Ireland as in England. 


Captain DONELAN: Then, are the 
labourers at Haulbowline to receive an 
increase of 1s. per week, the same as 
those at Pembroke ? 


*Mr. PRETYMAN: Yes, they are ail 
being treated on the same footing. 


PAY OF 


| 
| 
| 
| 


INDIAN LAND REVENUE ADMINIS- 
TRATION. 


Me. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R.., 
Holmfirth): I beg to ask the Secretary 
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of State for India whether he can state 
what steps the Government of India has 
taken or proposes to take by way of 
giving effect to the resolution of this 
House, adopted 3rd April, 1900, pointing 
towards modification of land revenue 
administration in those provinces where 
changes in this respect are needed ; also 
with ‘regard to the improvement of Indian 
| mactaeatrtad conditions, 


Questio NS, 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
| INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 


Ealing): The resolution referred to was 


|to the effect that it might be safely left 


to the Government of India to carry out 
any modifications of the land tenure and 
industrial system which experience might 
show to be likely to mitigate the effects 
of famine and plague. The Government 
of India are now considering the Report 
of the Famine Commission appointed last 


|vear, over which Sir A. Macdonell pre- 


sided, and will be ready to take upon it 
any action which may seem desirable. 


INDIAN PUBLIC DEBT AND MILITARY 
BUDGET. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E. ): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
|for India whether he can state the total 
‘public debt of India in 1875 and in 

1900 ; and also the total Military Budget 
of the Indian Army in 1875 and in 1900. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: Taking the 
Indian figures as pounds of fifteen rupees 
each, the total Public Debt of India was 
£95,162,672 on the 31st March, 1875, 
and £199,127,535 on the 31st of 
March, 1900. But during this period 
£109,700,320 has been spent on public 
works, railways, and irrigation, bringing 
in a large revenue. The net military 
expenditure in 1875-6 was £9,763, 013, 
and in 1900-1 £14,239,100. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is the ex- 
penditure on Indian troops in China 
included in the last item 2 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: No, Sir. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is not the 


Indian Government responsible for that ? 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: No; any 
expenditure on campaigns outside India 
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falls, unless a resolution is passed to the 
contrary effect, on the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. 


Questions. 


CHINA AND THE OPIUM DUTY. 

Mr. H. J. WILSON : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, in negotiations with 
China or with any other Powers with 
reference to Chinese affairs, any objection 
will be raised by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment to an increase of import duty on 
opium if the Chinese Government should 
desire to increase that duty. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Viscount CRANBORNE, Rochester): It 
would be inconvenient and might lead to 
misconception if I were to answer a 
hypothetical question, but no such desire 
has so far as we are aware been expressed 
by the Chinese Government. 


PATENT LAWS IN BRITISH COLONIES. 
Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg to 
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Trade through the Colonial Office, it is 
the practice of the Board to draw atten- 
tion to any important departure from 
the law of this country. It would be 
difficult, consistently with the self. 
governing rights of the chief colonies, 
to make British patents forthwith valid 
throughout the Empire, but it may be 


Questions. 


pointed out that it is open tothe colonies | 


to accede to the International Convention 
for the protection of industrial property, 
and some colonies have so acceded. 


COMMERCIAL CODE OF SIGNALS. 
Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) : 


I beg to ask 


the President of the Board of Trade, in | 
view of the fact that it has been thought | 


| . ge 
| desirable by the Board of Trade to double 
| the size of the Commercial Code of 
| Signals book, and to increase the num- 


| ber of flags used for making signals at 
| sea in the ships of the mercantile marine 
| during daylight, will he take into his 
| consideration, at an early date, the 

desirability of adopting some method 
| of signalling at sea during the hours of 
_ darkness, seeing that at present the ships 


ask the President of the Board of Trade | of the merchant service are without any 
whether he has been informed that mea- | "eans_ of making their requirements 
sures are in preparation for the placing | known at night, other than by the 
of patents and inventions under one | human voice. 


BALFOUR: If the 





uniform administration throughout the | ' 
4 | Mr. GERALD 


Australian Commonwealth ; and whether 
he will consider the practicability of 
co-ordinating the law and regulations 
respecting patents and trade marks 
in Australia, New Zealand, and Canada 
with those of the United Kingdom, so 
that British patents may run throughout 
the Empire. 

eit 

~ Toe PRESIDENT or tor BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): Patents of inventions and 
designs and trade-marks are among the 
subjects in regard to which the Parlia- 
ment of the Commonwealth of Australia 
is empowered by the Act of 1900 to 
legislate, but I have no information that 
measures such as the hon. Member refers 
to are in preparation. It rests with the 
Governments of the self-governing colo- 
nies named by the hon. Member to frame 
their laws and regulations relating to 
patents and trade-marks, but I may say 
that when any colonial Bills on these 
subjects are submitted to the Board of 


| hon. Member will refer to page 330 of 
| the new edition of the International (or 
| Commercial) Code of Signals book, he 
| will find that provision has already been 
| made for a new system of signalling at 
| night or in thick weather, either by long 
or short flashes of light, or by long and 
short sounds on the steam whistle, siren, 
fog-horn, ete. 


Mr. JOYCE: May I ask if there isa 


copy in the library ? 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: I should 
think so. 





METROPOLITAN BOROUGH COUNCILS— 
ACQUISITION OF LAND. 
| Sm MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
| ask the President of the Local Govern- 
| ment Board whether he will take steps, 
by legislation or otherwise, to confer on 
{the Metropolitan Borough Councils 
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power to acquire land necessary for the 
duties of the councils, if it is found that 
Section 5 (2) of the London Government 
Act, 1899, does not already confer such 
powers. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. WALTER 
Lone, Bristol, S.): I am in communica- 
tion with my learned friend the Attorney 
General with regard to the case which 
has, I think, given rise to this question. 
I could not, however, give any promise 
as to legislation on the subject. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON SEWAGE 
DISPOSAL. 
LieutT.-CoLONEL PILKINGTON (Lancea- 
shire, Newton): I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
if he can say when the Royal Commission 
on sewage disposal will present their 

Report. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: I understand 
that the Royal Commission have agreed 
on an Interim Report, and I hope that 
this will be issued very shortly. 


MODEL BYE-LAWS FOR RURAL 
BUILDINGS. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE (Somerset- 
shire, E.): I beg to ask the President ot the 
Local Government Board if, in framing 
model regulations for buildings in the 
rural districts, his Board will prescribe 
any and what minimum height for the 
rooms in such buildings. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The model 
regulations, which are now ready for 
issue, do not prescribe any minimum 
height for rooms. The model, however. 
is not intended to preclude the adoption 
of further provisions on such subjects 
as that referred to where these are found 
to be necessary, and a statement to this 
effect has been inserted in the memoran- 
dum prefixed to the model. 


MOTOR CAR REGULATIONS. 

Mr. MUNTZ (Warwickshire, Tam- 
worth): I beg to ask the President ot 
the Local Government Board, in view 
of the fact that the Metropolitan Police 
are empowered to control the speed of 
the traffic in the public parks, whether 
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he can explain why they do not exercise 
these powers and restrict the speed of 
motor cars to fourteen miles an hour 
as provided by law; whether he is 
aware that a sergeant of police to whom 
the hon. Member for North Warwick- 
shire complained that a motor car had 
crossed him at one of the entrances to 
Hyde Park at a speed of forty miles an 
hour had mainly confirmed the hon. 
Member’s opinion by stating that when 
the same car came under his observation 


‘it was travelling over thirty miles an 


hour ; and whether he will at the earliest 
date possible introduce legislation to 
compel the owners of motor cars to 
carry conspicuous numbers on the front 
and back of their cars to facilitate identi- 
fication, and also an automatic indicator 
to show the speed at which they are 
travelling ; and further to prohibit any 
person from driving a motor car in any 
public place until they have obtained 
a certificate of competency from some 
properly constituted authority. 


Mr. WALTER LONG: The matters 
referred to in the first two paragraphs 
of the question appear to be for my right 
hon. friend the Home Secretary. I have 
no jurisdiction with regard to the Metro- 
politan Police. With respect to the last 
paragraph, as I recently stated in reply 
to my right hon. friend the Member for 
the Sleaford Division, I am carefully 
considering the various representations 
made to me by local authorities and others 
as to motor cars, but I am not at present 
prepared to make any announcement 
as to the course to be adopted in the 
matter. 


BOLTON POSTMEN’S GRIEVANCES. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, if any decision has been come to 
respecting the grievances of the trans- 
ferred rural postmen of Bolton, as set 
forth in their petition of 10th October, 
1900, and whether, as these men were 
transferred in consequence of the exten- 
sion of the town limits, he will allow 
them to carry their seniority, and take 
up their places on town list in accord- 
ance with the dates of their Civil Service 
certificates. 
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THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Under a re- 
vision of the Bolton outdoor postal 
services which is now being carried out, 
the duties of the postmen will be im- 
proved. Postmen transferred from rural 
posts to the town postmen’s class enter 
at the bottom of that class. This is in 
accordance with the general rule of the 
service, and it is not proposed to make 
any alteration in this respect. 


Questions. 


HIGHER EDUCATION IN BURNLEY. 
Mr. MITCHELL (Burnley): I beg to 


ask the Vice-President of the Committee 


of Council on Education whether he ean | 


state on what grounds the Board of 
Education decided against the estab- 


lishment of a higher elementary school | “*_ : a siesaie : 
| of Council on Education if he can, before 


in the county borough of Burnley, 
which has a _ population of nearly 
100,000 ; and will he explain why the 
Board of Education refused to receive a 
deputation which is prepared to prove 
that a higher elementary school is needed. 


*THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 


{COMMONS} 


| boards 
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VII. of the Directory ; and if all or how 
many of the bodies so recognised contain 
representatives of school boards, univer- 
sity colleges, or other educational 
institutions. 


Questions. 


Sir J. GORST: There are 33 counties 
and 25 county boroughs possessing 
organisations for the promotion of 
secondary education under Clause 7 of 
the Directory ; the composition of those 
bodies will be indicated in the Return to 
Parliament which is in course of prepara- 
tion. All the information is not yet in 
the possession of the Board of Education. 





NEW EDUCATION BILL—SCHOOLS 


AFFECTED. 
| Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: I beg to 
|ask the Vice-President of the Committee 


| 


| the Second Reading of the new Education 
| Bill, give the House any information as 


|to the number and distribution of the 


|schools of which the Bill proposes to 
i allow the continuance. 


| *Sir J. GORST:: There are forty-eight 
\schools of science conducted by school 
in Engand and Wales, besides 


a . . T -_ . “3] v. a , | - 2 
Cambridge University) : The Board of | small classes in science andart, of which 
Education decided the higher elementary 'I cannot state the number. There were 
school to be unnecessary, because the |Jast year 2,174 evening continuation 

° : . : . od &5 y - 
same type of instruction 1s being given | schools conducted by school boards, a 
in the Burnley Grammar School, in| great part of the work of which was 





which there is still ample room, and | 
those unable to pay the fees there are | 
plenty of scholarships open to boys from | 
the Burnley elementary schools. The | 
Board of Education thought it unneces- | 
sary to give a deputation from Burnley | 
the trouble and expense of coming to | 
London, as they had made a very careful 
and complete inquiry in Burnley, and it | 
was not suggested that there were any | 
fresh facts to lay before the Board of | 
Education. | 





SECONDARY EDUCATION—CLASS VIL. | 
OF THE DIRECTORY. 

Mr. HENRY HOBHOUSE: I beg 
to ask the Vice-President of the Commit- 
tee of Council on Education whether he 
will state the number of counties and 
county boroughs in England and Wales 
which have been recognised as possess- 
ing an organisation for the promotion 
of secondary education under Clause 


illegal. 


RICHMOND PARK. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he will 
state who is responsible for the mainten- 
ance of order in Richmond Park, and 
whether anyone exercising authority 
resides in or near the park, whether any 
constables, park-keepers, or other officials 
are employed for this purpose within the 
park ; if so, will he state where they are 
to be found, whether they wear any 
uniform, by which they may be distin- 
guished, and what authority they 
possess to deal with disorderly persons. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER’ oF 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuatas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): In answer to the first 
paragraph of my hon. and gallant friend’s 
question, the responsibility rests with the 
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Ranger and with me. The superinten- 
dent, under the Ranger, and the fore- 
man, under the bailiff of the parks, 
reside in the park. There are keepers, 
constables, ete., employed for the main- 
tenance of order, who may be found on 
their beats in uniform. These officials 
act under the authority of the Parks 
Regulation Act. The matter is, how- 
ever, engaging my serious attention, and 
perhaps my hon. and gallant friend will 
allow me to communicate with him in 
regard to it. 


GENERAL LAURIE: May I ask who 
the Ranger is? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I thought 
the hon. and gallant Member was per 
fectly well aware that the ranger is 


H.R.H. the Duke of Cambridge. 


IRELAND—COST OF PAUPER 
MAINTENANCE. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the average cost per inmate 
per week is 4s. 1?d. in Carrickmacross 
Workhouse, while in Monaghan the 
average cost per inmate per week is 
2s, 63d. ; whether, seeing that the same 
Local Government Board inspector visits 
Carrickmacross and Monaghan Work- 
houses, can he state if any reports have 
been made upon these differences by this 
inspector to the Local Government Board; 
and, if not, will he state the reason ; 
and if he is aware that the high average 
cost in Carrickmacross Workhouse costs 
the ratepayers of that union about £400 
annually more than if the average cost 
was the same as in Monaghan. 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): As 
already pointed out by me, these varia- 
tions in the cost of maintenance are due 
to differences in the contracts for supplies, 
the proportion of sick to healthy, and 
other similar causes. The inspector has 
reported that the provisions supplied 
in both workhouses are of good quality, 
but he has recommended an improved 
system of contract for beef in Monaghan 
Union. The average weekly cost is less 
in Carrickmacross than in a very large 
number of other unions. 
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IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS—GUINAN 
CHILDREN. 


Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE (King’s Co., 
Tullamore) : I beg to ask the Chiet Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that at Tullamore 
Petty Sessions, held on the 22nd of June 
last, an application made by the Rev. 
J. Smythe, Parish Priest of Rahan, on 
behalf of two children named Guinan, 
that they should be committed to an 
industrial school was refused; and 
whether, in view of the rev. gentle- 
man’s statement that these children are 
destitute orphans, their case will be 
reconsidered. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: An application to 
the effect mentioned was made on the 
15th June. The case was adjourned 
to the next petty sessions on the 22nd 
June, when the magistrate invited the 
rev. gentleman and the aunt of the 
children, with whom they had been living, 
to give evidence in support of the appli- 
cation. But this they refused todo. The 
only evidence tendered was that of a 
police sergeant, who stated the children 
had been living with their aunt, the wife 
of a farmer in very good circumstances. 
The magistrate accordingly dismissed 
the application. 


DROMORE SANITATION. 


Mr. MURNAGHAN (Tyrone, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if the order 
made by the Dromore, county Down, 
Urban Council, on 3rd December, that 
Princes Street and Rampart Street be 
first inspected, and that the medical 
officer of health be instructed to report 
as to their condition, was communicated 
to the medical officer by the town clerk, 
and can he give the date of notifica- 
tion ; can he give the date on which the 
council ordered the medical officer to 
make a street to street inspection of the 
township, and state whether the order 

yas made known to the medical officer 
by the town clerk, and what was the 
purport of the report ; and, in case the 
order was not made known to the 
medical officer, will he direct an inquiry 
into the way in which the executive sani- 
tary officer of the Dromore Urban Council 
performs his duty. 


2N 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The order of 


December was made known to 
medical officer of health through 
sanitary sub-officer on the 4th or 5th 
December. He failed to carry out his 
instructions, and the urban council has 
again directed his attention to the order. 


Questions. 


the 


MACROOM TOWN HALL. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork Co., 
I beg to ask the Chief 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he is aware that the town 
commissioners of the township of 
Macroom have secured the lease of 
a site for the erection of a town hall, and 
drawn up suitable plans and _ specifica- 


Mid) : 
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the | 
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3rd|tenant of Ireland whether the Local 


Government Board and the Commis- 
sioner of Valuation, in calculating the 
amount of the agricultural grant to be 
allotted to each rural district, included 


‘the amount taken to have been raised 


in the Cork rural district in the standard 


‘year in respect of general public health 
‘charges, and excluded the amount of 


Secretary | 


tions, and that they have made applica- | 


tion to the Board of Works for a loan of 
£1,000 for the purpose of erecting the 
said town hall; will he state the cause 


of delay in sanctioning this loan, and, | 


in order that the summer and autumn 
may be taken advantage of for the con- 
struction of the building, will he impress 
upon the Board of Works the advisability 
of sanctioning this loan immediately. 


i Mr. WYNDHAM: No such applica- 
tion has been received either by the 
Board of Works or Local Government 


Board. 


EXTRA POLICE IN LONGFORD COUNTY, 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland can he state 
the amount expended in extra police 
in county Longford for the year ending 
31st March this year; is he aware that 
at the last quarter sessions County Court 


Judge Curran complimented the Grand | 


Jury on the immunity from crime of 
county Longford; and will he accord- 
ingly undertake that, as the population 
is 6,460 less than in 1891, the extra police 
will be removed forthwith. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The extra police 
were finally withdrawn from the county 
Longford in September, 1893. Conse- 
‘quently there has been no expenditure 
on this account for several years, and 
there are no extra police to be removed. 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL GRANT. 


funds 


special public health charges ; and if he 
can state the amount taken to have 
been raised in the Cork rural district in 
the standard year in respect of general 
public health charges specified in Section 
57 (1) (b) (ii) of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. In 
Cork rural district the amount so in- 
cluded for general public health charges 
was £1,487 1s. 2d., and the amount of 
special public health charges excluded 
was £475. 


FENIT PIER LOAN. 

Mr. THOMAS O°DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has received a communication from 
the Tralee Harbour Commissioners rela- 
tive to the rate of interest and sinking 
fund charged on the loan for the 
Fenit pier, namely, £5 Is. per centum ; 
whether, considering the other burdens 
of the guaranteeing districts, he will 
suggest to the Treasury the reduction of 
the interest to the rate payable under 
the Public Works Act, 1897 ; and 
whether he will instruct the Treasury 
to carry out the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission (Reports), 1888, that 
a grant-in-aid be made to this pier. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The matter has 
already been under consideration by the 
Treasury, whose decision was com- 
municated to the Harbour Commis- 
sioners in August last. There are no 
available for the purpose 
gested in the third paragraph of the 
question. 


sug- 


DONEGAL COUNTY COURT. 
Mr. BOYLE (Donegal, W.): I beg to 


Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask! ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu-| Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
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aware that in the South Donegal division 
of the county of Donegal there are six 
sittings of the county court in the year, 
in the East Donegal division there are 
eight sittings of the county court in the 
year, and in the North Donegal division 
four sittings in the year, and in the West 
Donegal division only one sitting of the 
county court in the year; and whether, 
considering that the West Donegal 
division is the largest in area and popula- 
tion, steps will be taken to have more 
frequent sittings of the county court in 
said division in the interest of suitors, 
many of whom have to travel a distance 
of forty miles by road to attend the 
county court sittings under the present 
arrangement. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I am informed , 
that the business at the annual sitting | 
of the county court at Glenties, in the 
western division, seldom occupies even 
one day. There seems to be no sufficient 
reason, under the circumstancess, for 
increasing the number of sittings in 
this division. 


In reply to a further question, Mr. 
WynDHAM said that if inconvenience 
were caused, the proper course to pursue 
was for the persons locally interested to 
make application to the Lord Lieutenant, 
stating the reasons which in their opinion 
render it desirable that some change 
should be made. Any such representa- 
tions from the locality would of course be 
considered. 


PORTNOO BOATSLIP. 

Mr. BOYLE: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he can now say whether any 
steps have as yet been taken to construct 
a boatslip at Portnoo, county Donegal. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir; the 
Board has no funds at its disposal for 
the construction of new works in the 
current financial year. 


LABOURERS’ COTTAGES NEAR CORK. 
Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether his attention has been 
called to the delay which has occurred in 
the issuing of a Provisional Order by the , 
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scheme of labourers’ cottages promoted 
by the Cork Rural District Council ; 
can he state what are the causes of this 
delay, and what steps have been taken 
to remove them ; and, seeing that there 
is need for the erection of labourers’ 
cottages in this district, will he direct 
that the said Provisional Order be issued 
forthwith. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The delay has 
been unavoidable, having regard to the 
fact that the scheme proposed the 
erection of 459 cottages, and that various 
matters, such as alterations of sites, had 
to be arranged locally before the Order 
could be issued. A proof of the Order 
was sent to the Council on the 12th June, 
and when returned to the Board the 
Order will be issued. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTION 
REGULATIONS. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
{ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
view of the fact that under the regula- 
tions of the Local Government Board 
(Ireland) the nominations of candidates 
not legally qualified as such for certain 
public boards must be accepted, and that 
if such candidates are elected they can 
only be unseated by legal process and at 
considerable expense, he will direct that 
the rules of the Local Government Board 
which sanction such nominations shall 
be altered, or see that the Local Govern- 
ment Board shall bear the legal cost of 
removing such disqualified persons from 
the public bodies to which they may be 
elected. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The rules regu- 
lating the conduct of the election of 
members of local bodies are framed in 
pursuance of the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, and the Application 
of Enactments Order, 1898. This Order 
applies to local government elections in 
Ireland the provisions of Part IV. of the 
Municipal Corporations Act, 1882, and 
Section 87 of that Act directs that an 
election shall not be questioned on the 
ground of disqualification except by an 
election petition. The Board has not 
power, therefore, to alter the rules in the 
manner suggested in the question. 


2N2 
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PETTIGO LOAN FUND SOCIETY. 
Mr. M‘FADDEN (Donegal, E.) : 


Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that, 
in the year 1898, a receiver was appointed 
in an action in the Rolls Court of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of 
Justice in Ireland for the recovery of 
£250, at the suit of one Mary M‘Laughlin, 
a debenture holder, against the Pettigo 
Loan Fund Society, county Donegal ; 
that Michael O’Brien, the chief clerk of 
the said society, was appointed limited 
funds of the said 


receiver over the 
society ; and that Mary M‘Laughlin has 
died since the appointment of this 


receiver ; can he state how much money 
has been collected by the said receiver, 
and how many returns has he made to 
the court of his collection since his 
appointment ; how much money has 
been paid to the representatives of the 
said MaryM ‘Laughlin out of the receiver's 
collection ; is he aware that the receiver 
has lately gone to reside in Dublin, where 
he is engaged in business, which inter- 
feres with his collection of the outstand- 
ing loans of the said society, which 
amount to close on £3,000 ; and whether, 
considering the state of the receiver's 
collection. steps will be taken to compel 
him to wind it up without further delay. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ am _ intormed 
that the Vice-Chancellor appointed 
receiver Michael O’Brien on the 6th June, 
1898, at the suit of Mary M‘Laughlin, for 
recovery of £250. The receiver has not 
left any account since his appointment. 
No information has reached the Court 
of Chancery of the plaintiff's death ; if 
she is dead, it will account for no steps 
being taken to compel the lodgment of 
the receiver's accounts—the suit having 
abated by reason of her death. 


CORK COUNTY COUNCIL AND THE 
TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION GRANT. 
Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I beg 

to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 

Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 

that only £300 of the technical instruc- 

tion grant of £2,400 due to the Cork 

County Borough for the financial year 

ending 31st March last has yet been paid ; 


and if he can explain on what grounds | Education have refused to find the funds 
Agriculture and necessary to furnish cookery and laundry 


the Department of 
Technical Instruction for Ireland are | 
withholding payment. 
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I beg | add to my reply to the similar questions 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | addressed to me yesterday by the hon. 
| Members 


| 
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I have nothing to. 


Questions. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: 


for North and South-east 


Cork.t 


RATHMINES REGISTERS. 

Mr. MOONEY (Dublin County, 8.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he is aware that the precept issued to 
town clerks and clerks of district councils 
in Ireland, as prescribed by 48 Vic., ¢. 17, 
requires these officials to set out all the 
different qualifying premises occupied by 
every male person of full age not appear- 
ing already on the registers, and qualified 
as therein provided in their supple- 
mental list on or before the &th July in 
every year; and that the Nationalist 
registration agent, acting as the autho- 
rised agent for over 300 persons entitled 
to be returned by the clerk of the urban 
or district council of Rathmines and 
Rathgar, furnished to the clerk of this 
council the names and qualifications of 
these persons on a form, in accordance 
with the Parliamentary Registration 
(Ireland) Act, 1885 ; and, seeing that the 
Court of Appeal in the case of Lyons ¢. 
Chambers, and in a case from the county 
borough of Belfast, decided that names so 
returned should be included in the clerk 
of the peace’s supplemental list, which 
the said clerk of the council has refused 
to do, whether he will direct this clerk to 
return these names on his supplemental 
list. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Assuming that the 
facts are as stated in the question, it is 
not a matter over which the Executive 
Government can exercise any control. 
If the clerk of the Rathmines Council 
has failed in his statutory duty he can 
be made legally responsible by any 
person aggrieved. 


CASTLEBAR COOKERY AND LAUNDRY 
CLASSES. 

Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the Commissioners of National 


—— 





+ See page 805. 
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classes in and around Castlebar, where 


teachers underwent a two months 
course of training in those branches for 


Questions, 


] the purpose of teaching them afterwards 


to their different schools, and will he 
cause inquiry to be made in this matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: There are no funds 
available for making grants to equip 
schools for the instruction of pupils in 
cookery and laundry work. The amount 
required to equip a children’s class in 
cookery is only about £1 5s., and for a 
laundry class about £1 3s. As these 
amounts are so small, it is considered 
that the necessary funds should be pro- 
vided locally. 


Mr. THOMAS Are 


O'DONNELL : 


| there no funds available for instructing 


the teachers ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I think it would 
be more convenient to discuss this on 
the Edueation Estimate, which will be 
put down for an early day. 


BAKER ESTATES. 

Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that when portions of the Baker estate 
on the townlands of Latten and Kilpatrick 
were sold to the tenants under the fortieth 
section of the Act of 1896 formalities 
were also entered into for the sale of the 
tenancies on the townland of Killeenana- 
live, but were afterwards given over ; 
will he say why the sales were discon- 
tinued, although the tenants on the 
latter townland were prepared to pur- 
chase on the terms allowed to the others, 
and if the liabilities of the estate have 
been discharged by the sales effected, 
why is the receiver still retained, or has 
the balance of the estate been withdrawn 
from the management of the Land Judges 
Court . 


Mr. WYNDHAM : I am informed that 
allthe incumbrances on this estate have 
been discharged, save the arrears of 
jointure due to the owner’s mother. It 
is not the fact that the receiver is. still 
retained. With her consent the receiver 
was discharged several months ago. 


ROYAL IRISH CONSTABULARY— 
DISTRIBUTION OF FORCE. 


Mr. M‘'GOVERN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
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of Ireland whether he can state what 
officer issued the order or rule that 
Protestant recruits were to get the pre- 
ference over Roman Catholics for em- 


Questions. 


_ployment in the Royal Irish Constabu- 


lary ; have any steps been taken to with- 
draw this order, or is it still in force, and 
does the Government intend to con- 
tinue the services of this officer any longer 
in the service. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already ex- 
plained the circumstances under which 
it has been arranged that a certain pro- 
portion of recruits of each denomination 
should be enlisted from time to time. No 
officer of the force is responsible for this 
arrangement, which was made for the 
public advantage. It is not proposed to 


‘alter the arrangement. 


Mr. M‘GOVERN asked what public 


purpose was served by this. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I explained on a 
previous occasion that it was an advantage 
that the proportion of men belonging to 
each denomination should approximate 
as closely as possible to the proportion 
obtaining among the inhabitants. 


PAUPER SETTLEMENTS. 


Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that a magistrate’s order was presented 
to the Tullamore Board of Guardians on 
the 25th ultimo, empowering the re- 
moval of a pauper, named John Stewart, 
aged 68 years, from West Derby Union to 
Tullamore ; and if he can state upon 
what grounds such removal was autho- 
rised, and for what period John Stewart 
has been resident in Great Britain ; and, 
seeing that there are at present two 
Englishmen in Tullamore Union, can he 
state if there is any authority under 
which they can be deported to their 
native country. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: It appears from 
the magistrate’s removal order that 
Stewart had not acquired a settlement 
in England. A continuous residence 
of five years in England is necessary 
to prevent removal to Ireland. There 
are no enactments for deporting English 
and Scotch paupers from Ireland. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Is there 


any intention of legislating upon this 
matter this session 4 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM understood 


to reply in the negative. 


was 


LONGFORD REGISTRY OF TITLES. 


Me. J. P. FARRELL (Longford, N.) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney Gene al for 
Ireland is he aware that a circular has 
been issued by the local registrar of 
titles in Longford to purchasers under 
the Land Purchase Acts advising them 
to register their titles a second time 
under the new rules in order to prevent 
any possibility of failure to secure a 
complete title; can he say by what 
authority the registrar throws doubt 
on the previous titles registered ; and 
what extra expense these registrations 
a second time will cost to tenants, and 
into what funds or to whom they will go. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): On the purchase by a tenant of 
his holding his title is registered subject 
to the equities affecting his former 
interest therein. The circular referred 
to suggested to the tenants that in their 
own interest they should have their 
equities ascertained and discharged so 
that they could register a clear and 
unencumbered title to the land. It 
threw no doubt whatever on the validity 
of the title previously registered. The 
fee charged is only 5s. in each case, and 
is credited to the receipts of the Depart- 
ment. 


TRIAL OF MR. WALSH, J.P. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, 
having regard to the fact that the venue 
of the trial of Mr. Walsh, J.P., of Tallow, 
and others on a charge of conspiracy 
has been changed from Waterford to 
Cork, will he state whether this change 
of venue was applied for with the sanction 
of the Irish Law Officers; and, if the 
case is tried in Cork, will the Crown 


counsel be directed not to challenge | 


jurors except for good cause shown. 


“Mr. ATKINSON : The answer to the | 
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‘special directions will be given to the 


Crown solicitor (the person to challenge 
jurors on behalf of the Crown) as he is 
fully aware of his duties in the matter, 
as prescribed in the circular of February, 
1894, and will, I have no doubt, perform 
them. 


Mr. FLYNN: Seeing that on the 
first trial forty-three persons were ordered 
to stand aside, will Crown counsel be 
instructed to follow the same course this 
time ? 


Mr. ATKINSON: No, Sir; _ the 
Crown solicitor will get no special instrue- 
tions. He knows his duty. 

Mr. FLYNN: We shall watch this 


case very closely. 


Captain DONELAN: Why has Cork 
been specially favoured by Dublin Castle 
in this matter ? 


OMAGH POST OFFICE. 

Mr. MURNAGHAN: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, if the 
plans for the new post office in Omagh 
have been prepared and sanctioned ; will 
tenders be invited for the performance 
of the work ; and can he say when it.is 
expected building operations will begin. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: 
The exchange of sites at Omagh, which 
has been arranged in order to meet the 
wishes of the town, has not yet been 
carried through, but sketch plans for the 
new building have been prepared, though 
not yet sanctioned. ‘Tenders will be 
invited, but I cannot fix a date for the 
commencement of building operations. 


IRISH CHURCH FUND. 

Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether he can state how much of the 
Irish Church Fund is still available ; and 
also how much of the grant made under 
the Sea Fisheries (Ireland) Act, 1883. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No 
part of the Irish Church Fund is now 


available. The balance at present avail- 


first question is in the affirmative. No | able for further works under the Sea 
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further sum of £4,707 will become 
available as outstanding loans are repaid, 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will that all | 


tunity for discussing it. 


go to the landlords ? 


EVENING SCHOOLS—NEW MINUTE— 
THE NEW EDUCATION, BILL. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I beg to ask the Vice Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether the Minute of the 
Board of Education laid upon the Table, 
on 3rd July, is to take the place of the 
Evening School Code; and whether, 
having regard to the fact that this 
Minute proposes to withhold grants on 
public elementary evening schools on 
account of pupils who may have attained 
at the commencement of the school year 
the age of fifteen, he will take steps to 
secure that the Minute shall be actually 
issued to Members before the further 
discussion of the Education (No. 2) Bill. 


sir J. GORST: The reply to the first 
question is in the affirmative, and as to 
the second I shall make every effort to 
get the printing of the Minute accelerated 
in order that it may be in the hands of 
Members before the debate on Monday. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I put this 
question to the Vice-President as to the 
age ! | wish to ask him whether it is not a 
fact that down to 1893 grants were paid 
to pupils of twenty-one years of age ; that 
up to that time there was no age restric- 
tion, and why it is now proposed to make 
the limit of age fifteen. 


Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 
does not arise out of the question. 


Dr. MACNAMARA : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the changes introduced 
by the Minute laid upon the Table on 
3rd July, taking the place of Code of 
Regulations for Evening Continuation 


That 


Schools, an early opportunity will be | 


afforded for the discussion of this pro- 
posed new Minute. 

The following questions also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): To ask the | 


First Lord of the Treasury if, in view of 
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Fisheries Act of 1883 is £4,892. A |the changes contained in the Minute for 


_ the regulation of evening schools, which 
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was laid upon the Table of the House 
two days ago, he will give an early oppor- 


Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): To ask 


‘the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 


having regard to the influence of the 
Minute of the Board of Education estab- 
lishing regulations for evening schools 
and classes upon all’ such schools and 
classes, particularly those under volun- 
tary arrangement, he will give the 
House an early opportunity of expressing 
an opinion upon the said Minute. 


THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
E.): There are three questions down 
to-day upon this subject on the Paper 
and I hope hon. Gentlemen will allow 
me to answer all three at the same time. 
The Education Minute to which the 
hon. Gentleman refers is necessitated, as 
I understand, by the decision recently 
given by a court of law. I do not 
gather that there is any complaint 
against the Minute on that ground ; 
the complaint is against the law as 


declared, and that can be dealt with by 


the Bill which will be read a second time 
on Monday, and it therefore appears to 
me that the general view of the question 
as to the form which the law should take 
with regard to evening continuation 
schools can then be properly discussed. I 
would add that I suppose that the dis- 
cussion of this Minute will be in order on 
the Education Estimate, and I shall be 
very glad to give the Education Estimate 
a favourably opportunity of being dis- 
cussed, but that must depend largely 
on the House itself rather than upon the 
Government. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Arising out of that 
reply, may I ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man if he is aware that this Minute for 
the regulation of evening schools goes 
very much farther than the Cockerton 
judgment, and makes it quite impossible 
to carry on a great number of evening 


‘schools which have existed, whether the 


present Bill passes or not—that it ex- 


cludes—-—- 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 


|is proceeding to argue the question. 
| 
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Mr. GRAY: I would point out to my 
right hon. friend that this Minute will 
very seriously affect the schools under 
voluntary management, which are not 
touched at all by the Cockerton judg- 
ment, and therefore I think it will be 
impossible to discuss it upon the Bill. 


Questions. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: May I, arising 
out of the reply of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, call attention to a point on which 
I wish to ask him a question—-namely, 
whether he is aware that the Minute 
superimposes an age limit of fifteen, and 
whether he is aware that there is nothing 


in the Cockerton judgment, except an_ 
ohiter dictum of Mr. Justice Wills, that | 
sixteen and a half years should be the, 


age of educational adolescence. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should be 
sorry to attempt to discuss this question 
by way of question and answer across 
the floor of the House. but I am informed 


that the learned counsel for the School, 


Board has given the opinion that in his 
judgment it would not be safe to give 
education, calling it elementary, beyond 
the age of fifteen. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Further arising out 
of that answer, may | ask what oppor- 
tunity arises under the rules of the House 
for declining approval of this Minute 
during the forty days which it lies on 
the Table of the House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think that 
that question should be addressed to the 
Chairman, as it is one of order. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Then may I 
put the question to you, Mr. Speaker ? 
You ruled early in 1899* that the forty 
days during which these documents 
should lie should commence from the 
time at which they were actually open 
to Members by presentation of a copy. 
I desire respectfully to ask you whether 
it is your view that that ruling is carried 


out by the submission of one copy, which | 


I gather is locked up somewhere in the 
library—whether you hold that that 
makes it available for Members in the 
sense of your ruling in the early part of 
1999? 

* Refer to Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. | 
Ixix., pages 625 and 647. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: I have not referred 
to the words of my ruling to which the 
hon. Gentleman alludes, but, to the best 
of my recollection, what I Ruled was that 
the practice of laying a dummy paper 
which contained no rules at all, but was 
merely marked outside ‘ Rules,” was 
not a compliance with the statute, which 
required that actual documents must 
be laid. I think the hon. Member will 
find nothing in what I said about the 
actual distribution or printing. As far 
as my recollection goes, | merely said 
that the automatic forty days did not 
begin to run before the deposit of the 
actual Rules. 


Questions. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I know there 
was no question either of circulation or 
printing, but I want to ask you whether 
you hold that the presentation of. one 
copy carries out your ruling that the 
forty days should not commence until 
copies are actually available to Members ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think | 
said anything about “ available to Mem- 
bers.” What I endeavoured to explain 
to the House was, that the rule was that 
dummy copies did not comply with the re- 
quirements of the statute, but that a full 
copy was required. All I was dealing 
with was the question of the statute, 
which said that the forty days should run 
from the time the Rules were laid on the 
Table of the House, and therefore | 
could not deal with the question of print- 
ing. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I am sorry to 
rise again, but I desire to ask whether 
I am to understand that the presentation 
of one full copy, which I gather was 
placed in the library, does carry out your 
ruling of 1899. 

Mr. SPEAKER: That I understand. 

Mr. WHITLEY: The rules of the 
House provide, as I understand, that 
after this has laid upon the Table of 
the House for forty days without dis- 
approval it becomes law. May I ask 
what opportunity there is for the House 
under this rule to express its disapproval 
of this Minute, which inevitably means 
the ruin of many evening schools in this 
country. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: I should not like to 


answer that question positively without | 


referring to the statute. There are a 
great many of these statutes, and I do 
not carry them all in my head, but as far 
as I recollect the statute it does not say 
anything about an Address being pre- 
sented to the House, It simply says 
the Rules shall be laid on the Table, and 
in that case [ do not think there is any 
privilege after 12 o’clock, which I under- 
stand is what the hon. Gentleman wants 
to get at. 


Mr. GRAY: May I ask, after that 
statement, if the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury will see that the Education Esti- 
mates are put down for some date before 
the forty days expire, otherwise, as there 
will be no opportunity of expressing 
disapproval, the Minute will become law 
without any Member of the House being 
able to express an opinion upon it. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I certainly will 
put down the Education Estimates, but 
I cannot promise to make them the first 


Order. As I have already told the House, - 


they must assist the Government in 
order to get on with those subjects which 
large numbers of Members desire to 
discuss. It is not in my power to give 
them all first place. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Will 


you give us some opportunity of dis- 


cussing this ? 


Mr. WHITLEY: May I ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is really 
aware of the extreme urgency of this 
matter ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
has been brought home to the mind of 
the First Lord by the question. 


Mr. LOUGH: What I would like to 
know is whether under all the cireum- 
stances the First Lord will give us some 
opportunity of discussing a matter so 
serious. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
even the hon. Gentleman is, and I am 
sure the House is not, in a position to 
judge the importance of this until we 
know the result of the general debate 
on the Education Bill, which comes on 
on Monday. 
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| CONVOCATIONS OF THE CLERGY BILL 
{Lords]. 

Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Tuesday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 253.] 
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SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 

Mr. Hatsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
of Justice, and Legal Procedure :—Mr. 
Clancy and Mr. Jordan; and had ap- 
pointed in substitution: Mr. Nannetti 
and Mr. Murnaghan. 





Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law with respect 
to the jurisdiction of the Justices within 


the Metropolitan Police District.” 
[Justices Jurisdiction (London) Bill 
[Lords. ] 


SUPPLY [l4rxH Attorrep Day}. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. J. W. Lowruer (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. } 
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Vote 8, Section 2 :— 


THe SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Arnoup-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): I propose, with the permission of 
the Committee, to adopt a course which 
I think has been usual on the introduc- 
tion of the Shipbuilding Vote, on Vote 
8, and to make a statement which I 
hope may be of some service to the Com- 
mittee in discussing this important 
matter. I understand that some hon. 
Members were rather disappointed that 
I did not take an earlier opportunity of 
making this statement. My excuse must 
be that, in the first place, the incidents 
of the debate on the last occasion were 
of such a peculiar character that I should 
have been compelled to make my state- 
‘ment to my hon. friend the Member for 
Dundee alone at the conclusion of the 
,dinner hour. But there was a more 
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serious reason. 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


At that time I was not {for the Government, will be followed. 


in a position to give to the House the | 


information which I think will be of 


interest to it, and which it has a right | 


to demand, because the details which I 


have now were not then at my disposal. | 


The curiosity of the House is legitimately 
occupied with the manner in which the 
large Vote which is to be taken in this 
and future years for new construction 
is to be expended. I need not, I think, 
beat about the bush, but will at once 
proceed to show how we propose to dis- 
tribute the new ships which it is the 
intention of the Admiralty to lay down 
in the new programme. First, of course, 
I come to the battleships. There has 
been for a long time in this House a 
certain amount of controversy with 
regard to the character of the battleships 
which were being built in this country. 
There were some who felt that, in view 
of the progress which has been made by 
other nations in the matter of distribu- 
tion of armour, there were changes 
which it was desirable should be made 
in the direction of giving larger offensive 
and larger defensive power to our battle- 
ships. There never had been a time 
when that feeling had not found expres- 
sion at the Admiralty, and once more 
the Admiralty intend to take a step in 
advance, and to produce a ship which 
it is believed will be superior to any 
battleship we have yet produced. The 
new battleships are to be vessels of 
approximately 16,500 tons displacement. 
They are to have a length 23 ft. greater 
than the ‘ Formidable” class ; the in- 
dicated horse-power will be 18,000 ; and 
it is hoped that they will realise on a 
trial of eight hours continuous steam- 
ing 18} knots speed. The protection, 
which in general character is similar to 
that of ships of the ‘‘ London” class, will 
co nprise an armour belt from the lower 
protected deck to a small height above 
the water-line of 9 in., and thence from 
the main deck with a thickness of 8 in. ; 
and this will be continued over the whole 
length between the barbette and the 
heavy guns. A peculiar feature will be 
introduced in these ships which has never 
been introduced in any recent battleship 
in the Navy. The plan of placing the 


| armour. 


"appreciated. 


6-in. guns in separate casemates will be | 


abandoned, and the plan already adopted 


in a ship built in this country, but not 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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The ten 6-in. guns will be enclosed in 
a battery with 7-in. armour, and this 
battery will be divided by traverses to 
diminish the effect of any shell which 
may succeed in penetrating the 7-in. 
The peculiarity of these ships 
which distinguishes them from their pre- 
decessors is that they will have a new 
feature in their armament. It is pro- 
posed to add to the four 12-in. guns 
now forming the normal armament of 
first-class battleships of the world four 
9°2-in. guns. These, as hon. Members 
acquainted with the subject know, are 
guns of very great power, which as yet 
have not been introduced in the secon- 
dary armament of any first-class battle- 
ship. These guns will be very well pro- 
tected. They will be mounted on 
mountings similar to those placed in the 
“Cressy ” class, and which, after careful 
tests, have been found to be the most 
trustworthy class of mounting. ‘They 
will be protected by 6-in. to 7-in. armour, 
and two of them will have a forward fire 
and two of them will fire directly ait. 
They will be well protected. The result 
will be that these ships will get a forward 
fire of two 12-in. guns, two of 9°2 in., 
and two 6-in. guns, and the aft fire will 
be of the same formidable character. I 
think these ships will compare most 
favourably with any ships which, as far 
as we know, are being built for any 
European Powers, and we shall have 
great reason to be satisfied if they realise 
our expectations, as we hope they will. 
I know there is a prevalent feeling that 
the protection of our ships should be 
prolonged, and it has been decided that 
the armour protection forward shall 
extend three inches instead of two. 
Before I leave this question | may make 
a statement which I believe will be of 
some interest to the House. Sometimes 
I hear it asked, ‘** What’s in a name ?— 
I am one of those who think there is a 
good deal in a name. It has been de- 
cided to give to these three great battle- 
ships names which, I think, will be 
One of them will be 
called by the name of the Sovereign—the 
‘King Edward.” The other two ships 
will commemorate the great support 
rendered to His Majesty and to this 
country by two great branches of our 
kindred race. The other day there was 
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celebrated the birth of the great Common- 


Supply— 


wealth of Australia, and only a day or | 


two ago we celebrated the birthday of 


the great Dominion of Canada ; and it | 


was felt not an inappropriate method of 
recognising in our great naval service 
the military help rendered by those two 


branches of our community by naming | 
the new ships the ‘‘ Dominion ” and the | 


“ Commonwealth.” Certain names in 
our Navy have been jealously and 
rightly regarded by our sailors who have 
shown a not unnatural preference for 
preserving the brilliant names associated 
with the glory of our Navy in the past, 
and I think it is matter for congratula- 
tion that these great communities are 
now associated with the Royal Navy. 
I have little doubt that, if occasion should 
arise, the “* Dominion” and the ‘“* Com- 
monwealth ” will add to the lustre and 
the fame gained by the “ Vanguard ”’ 
and the “ Victory ” in days gone by. 
The next item of construction is the 
cruisers. It is proposed to lay down six 
armoured cruisers. I ask leave to post- 
pone the exact details as to measurement, 
because there may be possibly some 
change. I will, however, undertake to 
give the exact details as soon as I can. 
But in these cruisers there has been a 
departure. After careful consideration 
the Admiralty has thought it right to 
depart from the original programme, 
and the idea of building another vessel of 
the “ Drake” class has been abandoned 
for the present in favour of making six 
vessels of the ‘‘ Monmouth ” class. The 
six cruisers will be in all material respects 
except one identical with the ships of the 
“Monmouth ”’ class. These are vessels 
of 9,800 tons, 22,000 indicated horse- 


power, and 23-knot speed. The one, 
difference will be the introduction of. 


heavier armament. The ships of the 
“ Monmouth ” class carry forward and 
aft two pairs of Gin. guns. In the new 
ships we propose to place instead of two 
bin. guns a single 7°5in. gun. 
remind hon. Members that the difference 
between the 6 and the 7°5 guns is not to 
be measured by the difference between 
6band74, but by the squares and diameters 


of these dimensions, and there is con-| 


sequently a material increase in the 
power of the 7'Sin. gun as compared 
with the 6in. gun. We believe that these 
cruisers will be fully able to take their 


{5 JULY 1901} 


I may | 


Navy Estimates. 1014 


| part in competition with any cruisers we 
have reason to believe are likely to be 
brought against them. Lastly, with 
regard to the destroyers. The ten 
destroyers we propose to build are 
similar to the 30-knot destroyers of the 
latest type, but a wise departure is to be 
made in one respect. The 30-knot 
destroyer has a speed which, in my 
opinion and in the opinion of all those 
-who make themselves acquainted with 
the life history of these boats, is very 
much a fancy speed. They have run this 
speed at the original trial at light draught, 
but when loaded to full draught these 
boats and others have been reduced by 
three or four knots from the ideal speed. 
It is proposed to make the new boats 
stronger in their general construction- 
We hope that they may be able to carry a 
larger supply of coal, and at the same time 
to ensure that they will run up to their 
full working load draught at the actual 
speed. If there are any details with 
regard to the ships which I have left 
unstated, and hon. Members will ask me 
for any information they require, I shall 
be glad to give it. 

There have been one or two other 
variations in our shipbuilding  pro- 
gramme. Early in the session I was able 
to announce that a certain number of 

additional ironclad ships of no serious 
‘value have been struck off the effective 
‘list of the Navy, and that process of 
judicious pruning has now been carried a 
little further. The Admiralty has decided 
‘to abandon the contemplated repairs on 
no fewer than eight small vessels, which 
we have reason to believe are of compara- 
tively small value in time of peace, and cf 
no value at all in time of war; and we 
hope that the sums which would other- 
wise have been devoted to these ships 
may be profitably devoted to other pur- 
poses. I need hardly say that the new 
ships we propose to build will be equipped 
in all respects in the most perfect manner 
which knowledge or scientific possibilities 
suggest. They will receive all those 
accessories of which we have heard a good 
deal lately. They will be provided with 
‘the latest and most effective guns, and 
will carry the most improved ammuni- 
tion. Their guns will be provided with 
the cordite charges and with the tele- 
‘scopic sights. They will be provided 
| with electric hoists, and their torpedoes 
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will receive the gyroscope. I think hon. 
Members hardly remember the scale on 
which the British Navy is maintained. 
They seem to think that by waving a 
wand you get suddenly in the British 
Navy appliances of enormous value and 
proved fitness. That is not so, however. 
It is not possible. But as I pointed out 
only a day or two ago, there has been 
absolutely no hesitancy on the part of the 
Admiralty to adopt every suggestion 
which has been made and which has been 
approved by our technical advisers for 
the addition of any appliances which we 
believe tend to enhance the efficiency of 
the Fleet. It may be that we have been 
slow in making our preliminary experi- 
ments, but I believe that we have gained 
and not lost by the thoroughness and 
minuteness of our experiments, and I am 
certain that, when once the experiments 
were concluded, the Admiralty has lost 
no time in furnishing the article. We 
have been told that the charges of some 
of the,guns for the ships were not what 
they ought to be.» What are the facts ! 
Cordite is a comparatively new propellant. 
As soon as cordite was adopted charges 
were worked out for every gun in the 
service; but, naturally, charges were 
first worked out for those guns most 
useful in the service. But some of the 
guns were not designed for cordite ; they 
were the old type of gun, and designed 
for black powder charges, and conse- 
quently their chambers were too large 
for the small cordite charge. A large 
number of experiments were immediately 
made to adapt cordite to those guns, and 
as soon as the experiments were com- 
pleted, and it was found to be possible to 
do so, we began to supply cordite charges 
for those guns. We began, and I think 
wisely, with the ships at home. We 
had to choose between furnishing the 
ships at home with the new charges or 
withdrawing ships from the active list 
for three months while we adapted the 
chambers of their guns to these charges. 
We preferred the former alternative, 
but there will be no difficulty, as soon 
as we think it desirable to withdraw 
those ships, to make the necessary altera- 
tions on them also. Events in China 
have postponed that matter slightly, but 
there has been no delay in the supply 
of those charges, and any indictment 
against the Admiralty on that head must, 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 


{COMMONS} 
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I think, be held to have failed. There 
has been a similar complaint in regard 
to projectiles we are supplying. That 
complaint also is not, I think, well 
founded. We are supplying to every one 
of the new ships armour-piercing shells. 
An armour-piercing shell is rather an 
expensive and complicated creature. It 
costs 1s. a pound, it is exceedingly 
peculiar in its structural qualities, 
and it is necessary to keep them 
when made for three months in 
order to see that the metal will not 
disintegrate, which from its nature it is 
liable to do. Still, we have been making 
these shells with the greatest possible 
promptitude. They have been made 
for the whole of the ships carrying 12 in. 
guns and some of the ships carrying 
13.5 guns, and they are being made 
for the remainder. But, as we have 
over three hundred ships in commission— 
probably more battleships in commission 
than the whole navy of France—it will be 


_ realised that to carryout this vostly manu- 


facture at the speed which somme Members 
appear to think desirable is practically 
impossible. What could be done has been 
done, and never for one moment has the 
Admiralty stinted money to provide the 
ships with the most perfect appliances, 
Then there is the gyroscope. One hon. 
Gentleman told me he had never seen a 
gyroscope. It is an exceedingly compli- 
cated and beautiful appliance. It is based 
on the principle that a rapidly revolving 
object will tend to preserve the direction 
in which it originally started. Certain 
small wheels upon a heavy perimeter 
are made through the action of a spring 
to revolve with the greatest rapidity. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Like a boy’s top. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: As my 
right hon. friend reminds me—like a 
boy’s top, and the moment there is any 
variation in the relative position of the 
torpedo and the gyroscope, then through 
the instrumentality of these small wheels 
the torpedo is brought back to its proper 
direction. I venture to think that | 
have made it clear that it is a thing which, 
from its nature and complicated mecha- 
nism, you cannot get by sending round 
the corner. Having got it, great care 
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must be taken to thoroughly test it, be- 
cause if it is not accurate it becomes a 
danger to ourselves. When tested it 
has to be introduced after considerable 
skilled labour into the rear of the torpedo, 
which was not originally constructed to 
take it. This is a long process, but still 
it has been carried out with unremitting 
zeal, and a great many vessels are supplied 
with them, and I can assure the hon. 
Member, from all the details which come 
before me every day, that there has been 
no relaxation in the effort to provide 
all torpedoes with this necessary and 
desirable accomplishment. The question 
of electric hoists has also been referred to. 
We have already ordered a considerable 
number of those electric hoists, which 
were first introduced in an imperfect 
form into the “ Powerful,” ‘‘ Terrible,” 
and “Centurion.” They are being put 
in their perfect form into the new battle- 
ships and cruisers. We are ordering a 
large number of the new hoists, and we 
hope to introduce them into many of the 
ships which are at present completing for 
sea and some of the ships already at sea. 
Here, again, there has been a new depar- 
ture, which has been made after proper 
inquiry, and the result will be to give to 
the Navy a perfect appliance as soon as 
manufacturing possibilities allow us to 
secure them. I have merely mentioned 
these matters in order to make it clear 
that neither in respect of the new ships 
nor the old ships have we neglected to do 
what we could in the way of providing 
equipment. It will, of course, be neces- 
sary when we introduce these new ships, 
and when we provide the old ships with 
this new equipment, to have adequate 
storage, otherwise the deterioration of 
these ships and the possibility of having 
to repair them at great expense would 
render any reductions useless. I am not 
going to anticipate any discussion upon 
the Vote which will come before the 
Committee upon that matter. I will just 
say that the five or six new docks which 
we hope to have available for the large 
battleships and cruisers in the Medi- 
terranean will enormously ameliorate 
the situation ; and when we have com- 
pleted the breakwater at Valetta, in 
Malta, for which money will be asked, we 
shall have enormously improved our 
powers of protecting and docking these 
new ships in the Mediterranean. There 
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are included in our programme certain 
auxiliary ships, and I may venture to 
point out to the hon. Member who has 
criticised our programme, that he might 
give us credit for good intentions in so far 
as these were illustrated by actual per- 
formances. We have been reproached 
for not having a hospital ship. We have 
now a hospital ship, and a well-equipped 
one, which has been added to the Navy 
by the generosity of a private individual 
who has been able, to a certain extent, to 
administer funds provided by a great 
friendly nation. The “ Maine” will 
now take her position in the Mediter- 
ranean, and it will be found of enormous 
value for taking the sick and providing 
for better accommodation than can be 
provided in the crowded hospitals of 
Valetta and Gibraltar. We have pro- 
vided in these Votes fora large amount of 
equipment for hospital ships in the event 
of war; but, in the opinion of the Admi- 
ralty, the equipment of hospital ships is 
one of those things which may, without 
disadvantage, be postponed until the pro- 
bability or even the certainty of war. 
It would not be to the advantage of the 
Navy, and it would be to the disadvan- 
tage of reasonable economy, to equip 
more of these ships in time of peace than 
are needed for peace time. We have, | 
think, been reproached unfairly. We 
have also taken in these Estimates money 
for a repairing ship. That ship is in 
an advanced state of completion, and will. 
I hope, be shortly ready for sea. The 
“ Vulean,” a very fine and well-equipped 
ship, is already doing admirable service 
in the Mediterranean, and the * Hecla.” 
which has long been performing this 
duty, has been recommissioned to go out 
again. Provision will also be made in 
the repairing ships for carrying a limited 
quantity of ammunition; but naval 
opinion is not as unanimous upon the 
question of the desirability in peace time 
of specialising ships for this purpose 
as appears to be supposed in some quar- 
ters. That isa matter on which I do not 
express an opinion. We have taken 
£80,000 for the purchase or construction 
of coaling vessels, and, in addition to this, 
we have no less than seven chartered 
colliers regularly running at home and 
abroad for the coaling of the Fleet. It 
is thought by some that it might be better 
, to build our own colliers for the purpose. 


Navy Estimates. 








1019 Supply— 


There are two opinions about that, and 
I am much inclined to believe that the 
view of the Admiralty is the correct one. 
We get the services of these chartered 
colliers for the whole time we require 
them and in the places where we require 
them. If an estimate were framed for 
the construction of a collier it might 
easily happen, as has happened with al- 
most every other class of ship, that in a 
short time this ship would be superseded 
by some other vessel. We believe that it 
is probable, if the practice of chartering 
colliers is continued and generally recog- 
nised as one of the demands likely to be 
made upon the mercantile marine, that 
owners will adjust their colliers to our 
requirements, and will, in their interest 
and ours, provide a class of vessels which 
would in every way be suitable for our 
requirements. Meanwhile we have is- 
sued advertisements for tenders for 
five small steam colliers and four steam 
launches for local coaling services, and 
we are fitting a certain number of coal 
barges with the Temperley transmitters 
which are so invaluable in getting coal 
on board ships not lying alongside a 
wharf. 

I now come to another point. There 
is one ship we have not produced at 
present, a distilling ship. Experiments 
were made during the last manoeuvres as 
to what were the requirements of a dis- 
tilling ship, and those experiments proved 
that the distilling ship we used for the 
purpose of the manoeuvres was most 
unsuitable. The experience then gained 
has been utilised for the preparation of 
a new distilling ship which is about to be 
added to the strength of the Navy and 
which we believe to be much better. We 
have been reproached in this House with 
having no mode of supplying fresh water 
to ships. That is a mistake. In addi- 
tion there is a powerful distilling appara- 
tus at every station where it is not pos- 
sible to obtain a proper supply of fresh 
water. The ship of which | have spoken 
is avaluable addition to the distilling plant 
we already have. It is a mistake to sup- 
pose that we have been so blind to the 
requirements of a modern navy as not to 
supply distilling plant for the purposes of 
the Fleet. One great invention which 
has been made recently is that of wireless 
telegraphy. We have provided the Mar- 
¢coni apparatus fora largenumber of ships, 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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but not for all. We have issued orders 
‘that every battleship, first-class cruiser, 
and second-class cruiser as she comes 
to be repaired shall be fitted with Mar- 
coni’s wireless te egraph installation. We 
have been purchasing the whole of the 
component parts for those installations, 
They will be put in as those ships come in 
for repairs, whenever the ships do not 
already possess them. Another ground 
of complaint has been the absence of re- 
frigerating plant. We are putting re- 
frigerating plant in some of our ships 
ourselves, but the main question was 
that we had no refrigerating plant to 
place upon our ships, and we have 
entered into arrangements for obtaining 
large storage houses for refrigerating 
purposes; both at Malta and Gibraltar 
we have erected large storehouses for 
keeping a supply of refrigerated meat. 
We have not been blind to these necessi- 
ties. We have recognised them as soon as 
they arose, and I say without hesitation 
that we have been dealing with them 
with the greatest rapidity that was 
possible under the circumstances. I will 
say a word on another matter. This isa 
very large Vote—for over nine millions 
sterling. It is an increase of £543,000 on 
the Vote of last year—I should have men- 
tioned in connection with the last subject 
the fact that we have already taken steps 
to acquire a torpedo depot for the Medi- 
terranean. 

Here I must make one avowal. I 
have never been able to understand 
the infinite delay in construction. I 
believe that we have not got for a con- 
siderable number of years the number of 
ships that we ought to have got, nor have 
I been able to find that there is any one 
vear when we could truthfully. say we 
have caught up the arrears. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I do not quite understand the hon. 


Gentleman’s reference to a Vote of 
£9,000,000. 
Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: I was 


referring to the naval construction. I 
have never been able to ascertain that we 
| have caught up our arrears. I believe 
this estimate shows a bona fide attempt 
to overcome this difficulty, because it is 
largely in excess of previous Estimates. 
‘But we must not shut our eyes to the 





102: 


fact 
ship 
have 
diffic 
an € 
suce 
We : 
to tl 
with 
ment 
great 
We 
retur 
by th 
and 
we a 
exhil 
been 
ralty 
of thi 
and 1 
impo: 
whic] 
who 
admil 
well 
incluc 
comp 
Suthe 
very 9 
with 
bottor 
there 
there 
made 
tracto 
for th 
in his 
he feel 
way | 
busine 
and ef 
have p 
of the 
they | 
the d 
metho 
Admir, 
that tl 
When - 
Suez C 
0., yo 
to repo 
have g 
service: 
many § 
be fron 


ive 
ne 
we 


yn. 


of 


yas 


we 
ve 
pt 

is 
es. 
he 





1021 Supply— 


{5 Juty 1901} 


Navy Estinutes. 1022 


fact that there has been congestion in the | part if we are not able at a comparatively 
shipbuilding yards, and that when you | early date to arrive at the conclusion 
have fallen into arrear it is exceedingly | 


difficult to get out of it. We are making 


an endeavour, which I believe will be | 


successful, to overcome the difficulty. 
We are doing all that is in our power 
to this end, and I believe we shall meet 
with success. Manufacturing establish- 


} 


ments are now able to bring into service | 


greatly increased plant and efficiency. 
We have evidence that we are now 
returning, after the disturbance caused 


by the engineering strike, to that normal | 


and happy state of shipbuilding which 
we are so proud to have been able to 
exhibit in former years. 


of our labours. But, as I say, we have 
evidence that this dead weight is being 
removed. Two firms alone, I believe, 
have laid down plant to the extent of a 
million sterling for the construction 
of armour, and another great firm— 
Armstrong’s--have entered the market 
of armour manufacture. In the 
matter of guns we have reason to 
hope that the ships which are being 
built are progressing satisfactorily. No 
doubt there have been cases recently 
where guns have been delayed, but the 


| ships have not been delayed on account 


It has already | 


been stated in this House that the Admi- | 


ralty are well aware of the importance 
of this question of arrears in shipbuilding, 
and they have shown their sense of its 
importance by appointing a Committee 
which, so far as the two hon. Members 
who are independent of Admiralty 


of the guns, because they have been 
delayed still longer on account of other 
causes. But whether that is so or not, 


this I do know, that we have now reached 
such a position with regard to the manu- 


| facture of 


administration are concerned, is very | 


well equipped. A Committee which | 
includes two such independent and | 
competent members as Sir Thomas | 


Sutherland and Sir Francis Evans is 


very well equipped, and if a Committee | 
with their assistance does not get to the | ‘ 
'and during the next .year we hope to 


bottom of the problem, it will be because 
there is not a bottom to get at—that 
there is no problem at all. We have 
made it our object to ask every con 
tractor who has contracted on any scale 


for the Navy to come forward and state | Pi 
in his own words and way exactly where | ‘@C'OTY- 


he feels that he has been dealt with in a 
way prejudicial to the conduct of his 
business. We all desire greater rapidity 
and efficiency of construction, and we 


have placed at the disposal of the members | 
of the Committee all the information | 


they have asked for with regard to 
the departmental arrangements and 
methods of conducting business at the 
Admiralty. It has been complained 
that the Committee has not reported. 
When you have upon it a director of the 
Suez Canal and a director of the P. and 
0., you cannot expect the Committee 
toreport ina day. These two gentlemen 
have given most assiduous and valuable 
services to this Committee ; we have had 
many sittings, and certainly it will not 


| 


guns that we are able to 
supply with perfect ease all the ships by 
the time they are ready, or are antici- 
pated to be ready, to receive them. We 
have added to the strength of the Fleet 
this year four very admirable battle- 
ships—the ‘‘ Albion,” the “* Formidable,” 


the “Implacable,’ and the “ Irre- 
sistible.”” A large number of other 


battleships are coming on this year, 


have nearly the whole of the remainder 
of the ships of the class represented 
during 1892-93 by the “ Duncan ” and 
the ‘ Cornwallis.” The position in 
regard to cruisers is also becoming satis 
The * Cressy,’ which has been 
delayed by an untoward accident, but is 
otherwise ready ; the ‘ Aboukir” and 
the ‘“Sutlej” are’ ready ; and I hope 
before long the ‘“ Euryalus”’ and the 
“Hogue” will also be added to our 
effective list. During the course of 
next year or the early part of the year 
following we hope to have added four 
very powerful armoured cruisers to our 
list. The “Kent” and the ‘“ Mon- 
mouth ” and other ships of that class 
are making progress, and will be effective 
for the service of the Navy during the 
next year and the year following. When 
we have added those ships we shall have 
no fewer than twenty first-class armoured 
cruisers, independently of those which 
we are now laying down and propose to 


| lay down under this Vote. 


be from any want of goodwill on their | I do not propose to say more than a 
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word with regard to a subject which I|say they cannot tell yet what the delay 
know will be raised—the subject of in time would be. But there is no doubt 
boilers. As I have been the mouth-|—the hon. Member may take it from me, 
piece of the policy of the Admiralty on a, I am informed by the responsible advisers 
previous occasion, I think it my duty to | of the Admiralty—that the delay would 
explain to what extent and on what be very great if these ships were altered 
ground that policy has been followed at the stage of construction which 
since I made a declaration on the subject. they have now reached and _ replaced 


Supply— 


Everybody is familiar with the report of 
the Boiler Committee, and their recom- 
mendation in favour of removing Belle- 
ville boilers from all our new ships when 
it could be done without seriously en- 
dangering the rapid completion of those 
ships. The work on all the ships then 
not in a forward condition was imme- 
diately stopped in order to ascertain to 
which of the ships those conditions 
would apply. I made a statement to the 
House with regard to eight vessels which 
we believed could be with advantage 
withdrawn from the list. I need hardly 
say that. having come to that decision, 
we had to make more detailed inquiry 
from contractors to ascertain what time 
would be involved in regard to each ship ; 
and as a result we have had somewhat to 
modify our original decision. I regret 
that. I wish we could have carried out 
in its entirety the recommendation that 
the boilers should be removed ; but we 
could not so carry it out without seriously 
delaying some of the ships, and I think 
in that respect the action of the Admiralty 
will be justified. We have now with- 
drawn from the list four ships which 
were originally mentioned, and which 
will now be proceeded with with Belle- 
ville boilers as originally intended. On 


with boilers of another type. 

Sir) = FORTESCUE FLANNERY: 
Would it be as much as six months ? 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Oh, cer- 
tainly. The “ Hermes” was a_ ship 
which was originally contemplated as 
one which would not be deprived of her 
Belleville boilers, but we have come to 
the decision to take the boilers out of that 
ship and replace them by another kind of 
boiler, and I believe the result will be 
most satisfactory. It has often been 
pointed out that the trials have not been 
satisfactory, because they have not been 
scientific—that there has not been a com. 
parison of similar things under similar 
circumstances, that they have been only 
approximations, and that we have made 
allowances for different ships which were 
supposed to represent the actual differ- 
ences between the character of the 
engines or the differences in their hulls. 
But here we shall now have two identical 
ships, the ‘ Hermes” and the “ Hya- 
cinth,” the one with the Belleville water- 
tube boilers and the other with Babcock 
and Willcox boilers, both built at the same 
time, and only differentiated by their 
boilers. We shall have similar experi- 
ments with regard to the ‘‘ Medea ”’ and 





the other hand. we have, since I addressed the ‘“ Medusa,” also similar ships, but 
the House the other day, come to a provided with two different kinds of 
decision with regard to the ship which water-tube boilers. There are other 
was then in doubt—the “ Cornwall ’— things I should have liked to say 
and from that ship we shall remove the “ih regard to the boiler question, 
Belleville boilers and replace them with | put perhaps I may say them in 
others. reply to remarks which I know will be 
Si cal teen nae made. This I will say—that I know 
Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- there is an absolute determination on the 
shire, Shipley) asked how much time part of the Admiralty to exhaust all that 
would have been lost as regarded the experiments, at any rate, can do to enable 
four ships as to which a decision had them to arrive at a concluison which 
been taken. will result in giving the very best type 
‘of boiler to His Majesty’s ships. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The 
length of time would have been very| *Sr EDWARD REED (Cardiff) asked 
great. We could get no guarantee of | whether the Boiler Committee were now 
time with regard to one of those ships, | controlling the boilers of the Navy or 
and as to the other ships, the contractors | whether the Admiralty were. 


Mr Arnold-Forster. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Admi-| Member for King’s Lynn, who knows 


ralty is in actual control of the boilers of | these matters very well, was one which, 
all His Majesty’s ships. There is this one | in my opinion, was calculated to suggest 
exception, which I think I am bound to | to the House that the question involved 
state. The Boiler Committee, the con- | with regard to the whole of our de- 
sitution of which is well known, has been | stroyers was in some way bound up with 
deliberately entrusted by the Admiralty | the very important question which has 
with the work of making experiments | engaged the attention of the House with 
with these twoships, the ‘‘Medea”’ and the | respect to the large water-tube boilers for 
‘“ Medusa,” which have been placed (sub-| big ships. It is very undesirable that 
ject, of course, to the general regulations | the friends and relatives of the men who 
of the Admiralty) at the disposal of that | are engaged in these ships should be put 
Committee by the Admiralty for the pur- | to unnecessary alarm and made to believe 
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pose of making those experiments. It 
has been suggested that we were ill- 
advised in putting in water-tube boilers 
at all. I cannot stand up in this House 
and maintain a proposition which appears 


| that danger exists where it does not exist. 
I ventured to say then, on my own initia- 
| tive and authority, that the small water- 
‘tube boiler—I did not say the Thorny- 
|croft boiler but the small water-tube 


to me to be contradicted by the experience | boiler—was a particularly safe type. I 


of every Admiralty throughout the 
world. We find not only that there is 
no intention to abandon the water-tube 
boiler, but that, on the contrary, there is 
every evidence of pressing forward the 
installation of these boilers. Steps have 
been taken by the German navy for in- 
stalling a combination of water-tube and 
evlindrical boilers in some of their battle- 
ships. 
account of the German Navy Department 
of their boilers, and this is stated to be 
very wisely, a tentative measure, which, 
it is hoped, will be abandoned if they can 
find a water-tube boiler which will be, in 


all respects, perfectly satisfactory. But 
that experiment is being made. It is a 


most interesting and a most valuable one, 


and [ could not speak on this matter | 
My hon. friend the | 


without noting it. 
Member for King’s Lynn, in an inter- 


pellation the other day, referred to the | 


water-tube boilers in destroyers. I ven- 
tured to interrupt him—I 
discourteously—and the object of my 
interruption was this. 
destroyers, as everybody knows, and no 
one better, perhaps, than my hon. friend, 
areand always have been—with except- 


tions in the past so unimportant that | 


they need scarcely be mentioned, and 
with no exceptions in the present—fitted 
with small water-tube boilers. There is 
no question of any other kind of boiler 
in them. 


long since been abandoned. What I 
ventured rather to interject was that the 
interpellation of my hon. friend the 
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hope not | 


The whole of our | 


| went to my office and found on the table 
| a report of the German Admiralty dealing 
| with this subject, in which that precise 

proposition was stated and enforced ; and 
| I was anxious, therefore, to correct an im- 
| pression, which, coming from the hon. 
| Member for King’s Lynn, who knows the 
| Navy, might, with, | am sure, no inten- 
| tion on his part, have caused alarm. 


I have just been reading the | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
| Might I be allowed to explain that I have 
' never objected to the water-tube boiler ? 
| My objection has been to the Belleville 
| boiler, and to that alone. 


' Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I only 
wanted to explain why I objected to the 
interjection, which, I thought, was 
calculated to cause needless alarm. I 
have made a speech full of details, per- 
haps of technical details, but I imagine 
| that my task is to make a statement on 
all those points on which the Committee 
| is entitled to full information before they 
commence what is, after all, the business 
of the Committee—the discussion by 
competent Members of the House of 
'these great questions. There are many 
things I have left unsaid which I ought 
to have said, and which no doubt I shall 
be reminded of in the discussion, and I 
shall do my best to reply to them as the 
points are raised. 


The locomotive type of boiler | 
was tried in two or three ships, and has | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £5,306,500, 
_be granted to His Majesty, to defray the 
| Expense of the Materiel for Shipbuilding, 


20 
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Repairs, Maintenance, ete., including the 
cost of Establishments of Dockyards and 
Naval Yards at Home and Abroad, 
which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1902.” 


Supply— 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I do 
not propose to enter in detail into the 
various highly technical questions which 
arise out of the hon. Gentleman’s 
statement. I think the hon. Gentleman 
has been rather unfairly criticised in and 
out of the House because he did not on 
the last occasion make a general state- 
ment when this Vote was introduced. 
He has explained the circumstances 
under which the discussion of this Vote 
began, and I remember them well. I 
certainly suggested that the hon. Gentle- 
man should make a statement then, but 
he allowed me to proceed with the state- 
ment I had to make, and that, as it 
happened, led to a discussion which 
lasted the whole evening. I have had 
some suspicion of my right hon. friend 
the Member for the Forest of Dean in 
connection with this point. The right 
hon. Gentleman has complained that 
there has not been a general statement. 
To the best of my recollection, general 
statements on this Vote have not been 
the invariable practice in the past, but 
they have been made in recent years by 
the late First Lord of the Admiralty, 
Lord Goschen. Why was it necessary 
for him to make these general state- 
ments ? It was for a reason which I am 
only too glad to know does not exist on 
this occasion. The late First Lord had 
to make a general statement at this time 
of the year because he usually had to 
introduce Supplementary Estimates, and 
I have a suspicion that my right hon. 
friend’s desire for a general statement 
was not so much for the speech as for a 
Supplementary Estimate. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): On some points 
—yes. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: I am 
extremely glad that the Secretary to the 
Admiralty closed his observations with- 
out even a hint of any Supplementary 
Estimates, because the practice of the 
last Administration with respect te 
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Supplementary Estimates was one not 
to be followed. It is the duty of the 
Admiralty, as of other Departments, 
to decide at the beginning of the financial 
year the demands it intends to make, so 
that we may know the financial necessi- 
ties that we have to meet. 


I am not going to discuss the technical 
points in the hon. Gentleman’s state- 
ment, because there sits beside me an 
hon. Member (the hon. Member for 


Cardiff) who is much more competent 


to deal with questions concerning new 
ships and cruisers, and, no doubt, the hon. 
Member for Gateshead will also have 
something tosay. But there is one essen- 
tial matter in connection with battle- 
ships about which we have had no infor- 
mation. We have been told that the 
tonnage of the new ship is to be 16,500, 
but we have not been told the cost. 
There is no estimate of the total cost in 
the Navy Estimates this year, but by 
this time doubtless the designs have been 
so far completed that the hon. Gentleman 
will be able to tell us in his reply what is 
to be the full cost of the new battleship 
which he has described. We shall 
probably require the same information 
with regard to the new cruisers. That 
is about all I feel justified in asking as to 
these larger matters. 

Another point upon which further 
information will be desired is the question 
of submarines. I do not know whether 
there is anything more to tell, but, if so, 
the Committee will be very anxious to 
hear it. I understand, from what 
appears in the press, that the Admiralty 
have adopted the submarine only experi- 
mentally, and that they have discovered 
a kind of “anti-submarine,” or sub- 
marine destroyer. Perhaps, without 
pressing too curiously into the secrets 
of the Admiralty, we might have some 
information upon that point. A great 
part of the speech of the hon. Gentleman 
appeared to be a reply to a part of the 
complaint of the hon. Member for Chester 
in the debate the other day, when a 
proposal was put forward to control 
from this House the problem of the 


distribution of the Fleet. I recognise 
fully the correctness of the hon. 
Gentleman’s reply on that point. 


I am glad the hon. Member told us about 
the gyroscope. As to the question of 
boilers, I must necessarily leave that 
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matter to my hon. friend the Member for 
Gateshead. I have often differed with 
him upon this matter, but I should like 
to wait for his statement before dealing 
with the question. The change of policy 
announced to-night was expected by | 
those who have read the astonishing 
report of the Boilers Committee, but no | 
Admiralty could act upon that Report 
without getting into great difticulty. 
I propose to mention very briefly one or | 
two matters about which further infor- | 
mation is necessary. I am sorry to have 
to return to the important question of 
the royal yacht. A statement has | 
appeared in the newspapers with regard 
to it which makes it absolutely necessary | 
that something more should be said. I 
am sorry that the First Lord has dis- | 
appeared trom the House, because he 
took a great interest in this question. [| 
should like to have asked him if he had | 
seen the report in the papers to the 
effect that an inquiry has actually been | 
held by the Admiralty into this matter, 
and that certain officials have been | 
censured. The hon. Gentleman has no | 
doubt seen that statement, and I should 
like to know whether it is well founded, | 
whether such an inquiry has been held, 
and whether the results are as stated ; | 
and if they are, why has that information | 
which was denied to this House when 
the matter was properly under discussion, 
first seen the light in the columns of a 
morning newspaper? Upon all these 
points I think we are entitled to some 
explanation, and I have no doubt the hon. 
Gentleman will give us some answer. 
My hon. friend the Member for Cardiff | 
a few days ago very properly entered his 
protest against the unbecoming criticism | 
passed by an admiral in the Fleet, com- 
menting in improper terms upon the 
debate which took place in the House 
upon that subject, and I associate myself | 
entirely with my hon. triend upon that | 
point. The question of the royal yacht | 
was brought before the House by the 
Public Accounts Committee, with the 
result which we all know. There is a 
matter relevant to this Vote which is also 
mentioned in the Report of the Public 
Accounts Committee—I mean the very 
serious statement made by the Committee | 
about the “* Dreadnought’s ” fittings and | 

Altogether a sum of £99,500 | 
No estimate | 


| 
| 





repairs. 
has been spent upon her. 
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of the proposed fittings and repairs was 
at any rate submitted to the Admiralty, 
for the column in the statement was left 
blank, and the details were not complete. 
The Committee suggest that in all cases 
before determining upon the policy of 
refitting ships, a very careful estimate 
should be made and considered by the 


Admiralty, and presented to Parliament 
| at the earliest opportunity. 


I hope the 
hon. Gentleman will have something to 
say by way of explanation, and that he 


will be able to give us some assurance 
| that the suggestion made by his colleagues 


will be carried out. 
There is one other matter which | 
should not be in order in referring to in 


| detail, but I feel bound to allude to it. 


I refer to the letter written by an officer, 
out of which a great deal of this move- 
ment has arisen, and which has not yet 
been explained. I think the Committee 
is entitled to know whether the Admi- 
ralty are going to call upon that gallant 


| officer for the explanation which is neces- 


sary. I do hope the hon. Gentleman 
will be able to give us some satisfactory 
answer upon that point. The next 
matter with which I will trouble the 
Committee is the suggestion to name 
two of the new vessels after the Dominion 
of Canada and the Commonwealth of 
Australia, in grateful appreciation of the 
military aid rendered by the colonies in 
I hope those 
names will have a larger and more rela- 
tive meaning. I hope it is a sagacious 
and prudent step which the Admiralty 
is taking by way of suggesting to the 
colonies that they ought to contribute 


/something more than a mere name to 


the Navy Estimates. This is « matter 
which is directly relevant to this Vote. 
There is a small appropriation in aid for 
Australia, but I had hoped that, by this 
time, there might have been a larger 
appropriation from all our self-governing 
colonies. We have to provide not merely 
for the naval defence of these islands, 
but also for the defence of our self- 
governing colonies. The 40,000,000 
who live in these islands pay for 
the whole defence of the Empire, 
while the 10,000,000 who live out- 
side these islands pay nothing. If 
the self-governing colonies paid their 


| proper share they would be contributing 


some £4,000,000 or £5,000,000 annually 
20 2 
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towards our Navy Estimates alone. 
This is the most Imperial of all our Votes. 
You may talk about giving colonial 
titles to the King, but, after all, it isthe 
Navy which has to serve all parts of the 
British Empire. I do hope that the 
hon. Gentleman will be able to tell us 
that the personal sympathy which he 
himself expressed when this question 
was last before Parliament is going to 
end in something like definite action. 
I hope that the complimentary titles 
given to these new battleships are only 
the beginning of a suggestion to Canada 
and Australia and other colonies that 
they should follow the example set with- 
out compulsion by the Cape Parliament, 
and make a substantial contribution 
towards the Navy which serves their 
purpose just as thoroughly as any other 
portion of the Empire. We have not 
yet been told what that Australasian 
agreement is, and | want to know what 
is our present position in regard to it. 
The hon. Gentleman has spoken of the 
delay which has taken place in the con- 
struction of ships. I have never been 
slow to recognise the necessity of making 
adequate additions to the naval defences 
of the Empire, nor have I been slow to 
censure the Admiralty for the delays 
which have taken place. While the hon. 
Member for Antrim was in office there 
were great delays in the construction of 
ships. One reason assigned for these 
delays is the engineers’ strike, and an- 
other reason given by the Public Ac- 
counts Committee is the failure of the 
late Admiralty Board to apply the 
penalty clauses in their contract. Again 
and again this question has been raised. 
Now the Committee of which the hon. 
Gentleman is a member is going to sit 
upon this question and inquire into the 
subject of the enforcement of penalties. 
I will await with patience for the Report 
of that Committee. I also wish to ask 
if the hon. Gentleman can tell us any- 
thing at all about the long delay in the 
new form of contract, which surely must 
be finished by this time. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: It is 
ready, and will be issued as an unopposed 
Return. 
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Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: 
There is one thing in particular which 
the public and the House understand in 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 
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measurement, and can the Financial 
Secretary to the Admiralty tell us how 
much of the money voted in the last five: 
years has not been spent. I ask this 
question because one of the rather alarm- 
ing statements for which the hon. Mem- 
ber for Chester is more or less responsible 
is that £4,500,000 which Parliament has 
voted for shipbuilding has not been spent 
at all. I hope the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty will tell us whether that is sub- 
stantially true or not. I will only say in 
conclusion that I recognise the perfect 
courtesy and great ability shown by the 
hon. Gentleman the Secretary to the 
Admiralty, and I heartily congratulate: 
him upon the perfectly clear statement 
he has made to the House. 


Mr. MACARTNEY (Antrim, 8.) con- 
gratulated the Secretary to the Admiralty 
upon the clear and distinct statement 
he had made to the House. Far from 
criticising the details into which he. had 
gone, he thought every Member of the 
Committee would feel grateful to his hon. 
friend for the amount of information he 
had given. He was perfectly certain 
that hon. Members would not regret 
having now grasped the principle of the 
gyroscope. There were, however, one 
or two statements which the Secretary 
to the Admiralty had made which he 
desired to take the opportunity of criti- 
cising and which he must ask him to 
explain more fully. The hon. and 
learned Gentleman who had just spoken 
alluded to the arrears of shipbuilding 
inthe last Administration. He could not 
recall a single occasion on which his 
noble friend who was then First Lord 
of the Admiralty ever attempted to 
minimise what, in his opinion, was a 
condition of things which he extremely 
regretted. He did not say that those 
delays were disastrous, because he should 
be able to prove that, great as were the 
delays in the rate of shipbuilding in this 
country, the comparative strength of our 
Navy compared with other countries had 
not diminished so much as some alarmists 
would imagine, nor had we fallen behind 
the comparative standard which had 
been adopted by the House and the 
naval administration. But his noble 
friend never attempted in his Naval 
Estimates anything so silly as to make 
up the amount of his arrears for the 
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previous years. He limited himself to | ing. Therewerepeoplewhoassumed, with- 
laying before Parliament a Vote for new | out havingany authentic sourcesof infor- 
construction, which he was advised | mation, that France exceeded this coun- 
could be safely performed within the|try in rate of shipbuilding, and gentle- 
financial year. Whatever might have | men wrote letters to the press on the 
been the causes of the delays, whatever | gross enormities of the naval admini- 
contributed to the fact that new con-| stration of this country. But the French 
struction did not reach the figure at} had not yet touched the rate of the last 
which the early years of Lord Goschen’s | four or five years in English shipbuilding. 
administration placed it, it was an | One French battleship was not com- 
undeniable fact that, as year by year | pletedunderthree years and nine months, 
went by and the Department got farther | and a French armed cruiser which was 
away from the effects of the strike, the | included in the programme of 1896 was 
new construction increased with rapidity, | only launched in 1900, and is not ex- 
and eventually reached the figure at| pected to be ready, according to the 
which Lord Goschen placed it in his | reporter on the Naval Budget, until 1903. 
last Estimates. | He desired to know what was the 
There seemed be a delusion in the | rate at which the hon. Gentleman now 
public mind that in recent years| proposed to build his ships, and how 
the rate of shipbuilding had fallen far | much quicker he proposed to build them 
behind what was the normal period, |than the normal rate in this country, 
when ships were constructed, say, six | with the exception of the two particular 
or seven years ago. Public attention | battleships he had mentioned. There 
had fastened on a period of two years as | was another point to which he wished to 
the rate at which our ships were built. | call his attention. The hon. Gentleman 
That, however, was under the rate at | had stated that the delays in guns which 
which the “ Majestic ” and the “ Magnifi- | had retarded certain ships had been over- 
cent’ were built. The rate of twenty-|/ come. His hon. friend was not able to 
four months on both those ships was | give any details on which he based that 
admitted by the hon. Gentleman opposite | statement. This was one of the most 
to have been only arrived at by concen- | serious reflections upon the administra- 
trating on them the whole force of the | tion of Lord Goschen that could possibly 
two dockyards in which they were built. | be made, and he was bound to say that 
The amount taken for new construction | he did not think his hon. friend was 
in 1894-5 was something like half of the | justified in making a statement of that 
normal rate expended on new construc-| kind unless he was prepared to sub- 
tion for the last three or four years. | stantiate it on the spot. He had never 
Reference to the dockyard accounts | heard of a single ship having been delayed 
would show that the whole—certainly | for a second by the fact that her guns 
an abnormal amount—of the sum voted | were not ready for her during Lord 
for shipbuilding was devoted to pressing | Goschen’s administration. 
on those two ships to the exclusion of 
other ships laid down before them. The) Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I said 
Admiralty might have had most ex-/ there had been very great delays in gun- 
cellent reasons for doing that, but the | mountings and delays in the guns. But 
rate was not a normal but an abnormal I am not prepared to say that the guns 
tate, never reached in this country before | themselves delayed the ships. 
or since. The remaining vessels of the | 
“ Majestic ” class took thirty-five months | Mr. MACARTNEY said that was a 
to complete, the ‘‘ Ocean” took three | very different thing. The explanation 
years, the “Canopus” two years and | of his hon. friend threw a totally different 
eleven months, and the “Goliath ”’| light on his statement. What his hon. 
three years and five months. That rate friend said now was that the guns were 
was not unsatisfactory having regard to | not delivered up to contract time. That 
the state of things existing in the country, | was perfectly true, and he thought his 
which, to a certain extent, unhinged the | recollection was perfectly accurate that 
machinery of the chief industrial centres. | certain fines were inflicted on the makers. 
It was even more favourable when com- | But it was perfectly certain that no ship 
pared with the French rate of shipbuild- | was delayed for a second, or was even 




















1035 Supply— 


approximately near being delayed, by | 
It had | 


always struck him as an extraordinary | 


reason of the delay of the guns. 


fact that he had heard a great deal of 
these delays since his noble friend went 


out of office. but when his noble friend | 


was in the House, and was prepared to 
defend his administration, on no single 
occasion was he attacked, nor was a 
direct specific charge made about delays, 
and, in point of fact, the Committee were 
never divided. It would be only fair to 
his noble friend that those who were now 


carping at his administration on account 


of those delays should have brought 
specific instances in which to substan- 
tiate their case. 


© Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I never 
thought ot bringing any charge against 
the Admiralty administration. I said 
there were arrears, and great arrears, 
but I never said that the administra- 
tion’ was responsible. 


Mr. MACARTNEY said he was not 
now alluding to his hon. friend in the 
least. but there had been constant 
allusions to what could not be interpreted 
in any other way than the laches of 
Lord Goschen in his administration. 
But none of his critics were prepared to 
come forward with any specific case. 


It was very easy to make a general | 


charge against an administration that 
they were responsible for delays, but no 
specific case had been established. He 
felt confident that when the Committee 
which had been appointed had reported, 
his noble friend would look with confi- 


dence to what their views would be on} 
The hon. Gentleman who | 
had just spoken had attributed the | 


the question. 


delays to the tact that penalties were not 
inflicted on the contractors. 
was any substance in that charge, the 


fact that for five years the Admiralty | 


had abstained, according to the hon. 
Gentleman, from inflicting penalties on 
contractors would have led those con- 
tractors to be more negligent of Admi- 
ralty work. But, far from the fact of the 
non-infliction of penalties having en- 
couraged the Admiralty contractors to 
grow lax in their work, every year there 


had been a larger amount of new con- | 
struction carried out bythose contractors, | 


and he understood from some figures 
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gave him that in the last financial year 
the new construction was practically 
doubled. He did not believe that there 
| was any member of the Committee who 
really knew anything about shipbuilding 
who could for a moment suppose that it 
was to the advantage of the contractor 
to keep a battleship or cruiser on his 
| stocks longer than was necessary. There 
were some figures which he thought 
were more reassuring on that point than 
some of the advisers of the naval adminis- 
tration would have believed was the 
condition oi the naval forces. An im- 
portant Return had been laid before 
Parliament showing the comparative 
strength of the fleets of the world, and 
he found on analysing that Return that 
the position of the United Kingdom was 
not in an unsatisfactory position. Taking 
the battleships built in and since 1891, 
he found the United Kingdom had at 
the present moment 24, France and 
Russia 21, or France and Germany— 
another combination—25. If they took 
the battleships launched in and _ since 
1882—which included not quite such 


modern ships—the United Kingdom 
stood at 36; France and Russia at 37, 


or one more, showing that the rate 
of construction had been in favour of 
the United Kingdom as against that 


combination. If they took the battle- 
ships launched since 1865—the oldest 
'date in the Return—the position of the 
United Kingdom in regard to battleships 
was 50 as against 43 of France and 
Russia. When they included those 
| which were in the various programmes 
of the different countries that were 
building. the position was still better. 
Taking the modern ships launched since 
1891 and those which were building, the 
position of England was 40 as against 
| the 36 of France and Russia. Since 1882 
—the second period he had taken— 
the position of England was 52 as against 
|52 for France and Russia. Including 
‘the oldest class of battleships in this 
| Return, the position of the United King- 
‘dom was 66 as against 58 for France and 
| Russia. That gave a majority of eight, 
| which was an important figure, because 
lit enabled the navy to discard all those 


‘older ships which had been so often 


‘attacked in the House, and to present 
| the relative number of 58 British ships, 


which the Secretary to the Admiralty; which were absolutely equal if not 
| 


Mr. Macartney. 
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stronger than the 58 ships of France 
and Russia. 

In view of what was so often said 
about the extraordinary weakness of 
the United Kingdom at present, it was 
curious to turn to the views which our 
rivals took of our naval strength. He 
would direct the attention of the Com-| 
mittee to what had been said by almost 
the highest official naval authority in 
France. The reporter on the Naval’ 
Budget to the Chamber of Deputies in 
October last presented an- exhaustive 
historical sketeh of the French naval 
system from 1872, and went into the 
fullest details as to the present naval! 
strength of France, and the problem! 
which that country, as a great European | 
nation, should attempt to meet in its! 
naval construction. The views of the! 
reporter were not the views of a mere | 
layman or a politician, because he had’ 
before him the whole of the expert 
knowledge of the French Navy. His 
report showed from what he said, and, 
above all, what he did not say, 
that he was in full possession of the 
opinions of those responsible for the 
French Navy at the present moment. 
What was the statement he laid before 
the Chamber of Deputies with reference 
to the relative strength of France and 
England? He said that the naval 
strength of England was actually equal 
to two and a half times that of France. 
He went on to say, what was more im- 
portant, in view of the alarming asser- 
tions which were made, that the present 
rate of new construction was not at all 
equal to the needs of the United King- 
dom— 

“The programme of ship construction voted | 
this year will not modify this situation. The | 
lead which we have allowed our neighbours to | 
get is so considerable that it will be very difficult | 
for us to regain it even if our financial situ- | 
ation would permit us to attempt it.” 

The reporter throughout his report 
pressed on the Chamber of Deputies that | 
it was hopeless to attempt to rival the | 
naval strength of England, and that all 
that France could possibly do was to 
bring up her naval forces to a condition 
which would enable her, by an alliance 
with some other Power, to secure French 
interests in the Mediterranean and else- 
where. 

He desired now to call attention to 
the position of affairs in the Mediter- 
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ranean, which had been so adversely 
criticised. The British Fleet in the 
Mediterranean was said to be in such a 
state of hopeless inefficiency that the only 
thing which Sir John Fisher could do on 
a declaration of war would be to retire 
into Malta Harbour; but the French 
Fleet in the Mediterranean was inferior 
to ours. The French Fleet consisted of 
six battleships only ; we had ten with- 
out counting the ‘ Devastation.” The 
remarks of the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty had, he thought, been somewhat 
misapprehended. The hon. Gentleman 
had frankly admitted that there were 
certain accessories which the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet did not possess, but, while 
that was a matter which ought to be 
remedied at once, the Committee should 
not forget that the French Fleet had not 
got these accessories either, and that so 
far as that went the French Fleet was no 
better off than we were ; and, when one 
came to consider the combined French 
forces now in the Mediterranean, that 
ought not to create this extraordinary 
dismay in the mind of the public, any more 
than it ought to create any dismay to our 
neighbours if we put an extraordinarily 
powerful fleet into the Channel during a 
certain time of the year for the purpose 
of the autumn manoeuvres. M. Revenant 
in his report called attention to the fact 
that every year the French had indulged 
in every type of battleship, and he pro- 
ceeded to make a most significant state- 
ment. He said— 

« A squadron of ships of 14,800 tons, six in 
number, of the quality indicated ”’— 


, that was, the English vessels with which 
‘he had been comparing the French 


Fleet— 

“could fight advantageously against eight 
ships of the type produced by us in recent 
years.” 

There were fifteen French battleships 
in the combined squadron in the Medi- 
terranean at the present moment, and 
taking the proportion laid down by this 
French authority it showed that in the 
view of French officials the relative 
strengths of their combined fleet and the 
fleet which we had now in the Mediter- 
ranean could not be measured by the 
number of ships there, but other con- 
siderations had to be regarded. He 
hoped he had shown that while there was 
every reason why the Government 


\ 








t 
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should press on new construction, which | come later. The hon. Gentleman had 
no one in the Committee would wish to | also mentioned six cruisers, of 9,800 tons 
see relaxed, the condition of affairs at the | displacement, which he said were in- 
present moment was not of that disas- | tended to make 23 knots, That was an 
trous character which the critics of the| enormous speed, and it would be in- 
Government would have them believe. | teresting to know what type of boiler 
The standard of strength which the Ad-| was to be used in those. He had always 


miralty had set itself had been main- 
tained effectively, notwithstanding the 
difficulties that had resulted through 
the trade conflicts of the last few years. 


| 


been in favour of plenty of battleships 
and plenty of cruisers, but he liked 
those ships to be safe in every sense, 
especially in the engine and firing rooms, 


Our strength in battleships and armoured | and no doubt by and bye the Committee 
cruisers was equivalent to the strength | would get to know from the hon. Gen- 
of the navies of any two naval Powers, | tleman what boilers were to be put into 


and we should have little cause to fear | 
the threats of any foreign State. The | 
Admiralty had, he believed, pursued the | 
right line in confining their main ship- | 
building programme to battleships and | 
to armoured cruisers. He thought they | 
had adopted the best type of armoured | 
cruisers, and it must be a matter of sincere | 
congratulation to be told that the rate of | 
construction was rapidly improving, and | 
that so far as one of the most important | 
features in our ship construction was con- 
cerned—the rate of armour-plate con- | 
struction—the armour-plate makers were | 


in a position to cope with all the needs | 
of the Admiralty, even if those needs 
extended further than in recent years. 
He apologised for detaining the Com- | 
mittee at such length, but said he felt sure | 
that his hon. friend the Secretary to the 
Admiralty would feel that he could not, 
having worked by the side of Lord 
Goschen for so long, be silent in this 
Committee when such serious charges 
were made. 


*Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) 
said he was pleased to hear the state- 
ment of the Secretary to the Admiralty 


| 12,100 tons. 


| pe 
| lighter armed ? 





as to construction, and the statement that 
it was proposed to have hospital ships and 
distilling ships, and some new type of 
colliers to supply the ships with coal. 
Such things were very necessary for 
the Fleet. With regard to the ships 
to be built, the hon. Gentleman men- 
tioned three of 18,000 horse power and 
a speed of 184 knots. He was glad 
to find that the officials were reducing 
the speed, the result of which would 
be to get safer models to work with. 
The hon. Gentleman had not mentioned 
what kind of boiler was to be put into 





these ships, but perhaps that would 
Mr. Macartney. 


these vessels. There were one or two 
facts to which he would like to draw 
attention which might assist the hon. 
Gentleman to take care that these 
cruisers should be as perfect as possible. 
The value of a warship depended upon its 
offensive powers and upon its speed. The 
‘Cressy ’’ was supposed to be the most 
modern cruiser which we had. She 
had a displacement of 12,000 tons, yet 
with such an enormous displacement 
she only fired 1,960 lbs. As against 
the “Cressy” he would take the “‘ Rossia,” 
a Russian vessel with a displacement of 
The “ Rossia ’’ was an old 


|eruiser, yet she discharged 2,600 Ibs. 


Why was it that we built ships 
of the same displacement as_ those 
of other nations, and yet they were 
Let them compare the 
United States cruiser “ Brooklyn ” with 
the “Cressy.” The “ Brooklyn” was 
9,215 tons displacement as against 
the “ Cressy’s ” 12,000 tons, and there- 
fore was a smaller ship, yet she fired 
1 2,720 lb. shot as against 1,960 lb. 
of ‘‘ Cressy.” Such a thing ought to make 
the Admiralty pause. But that was 
not all. Let them take the “ Arrogant ” 
type of boat. The “ Olympia,” an Ameri- 
can cruiser similar to the British cruiser 
‘“ Arrogant,” fired 1,600 Ib. of shot to 
670 lb. fired by the ‘ Arrogant.” He 
would take the class of cruiser we had 
been building lately, such as the “ Pac- 
tolus.” With 2,135 tons displacement, 
she only fired 200 Ib. of shot. In 
the “Hermes” class we had 5,600 
tons of displacement, but the weight 
of shot fired was only 1,100 lb. That 
was the modern cruiser. He would 
turn to the cruiser of ten, twelve, or 
fifteen years ago, having the old-fashioned 
cylindrical boiler. The ‘* Edgar” class 





1041 


had | 
90-kn 
“ [my 
placer 
3,520 
11,00 
tube t 
to kn 
gunné 
talite, 
metal. 
He di 
Admi 
comps 
of otl 
erilise 
the | 
was | 
with ¢ 
he po 
of the 
expert 
we sh 
satisfa 
hiding 


} The “ 


j new ; 


found 
boiler 
The “ 
he did 
nine 

nearly 
such 

when 

vision 
proper 
the B 
thems 
with 

to the 
safety, 
plemer 
—an 

of the 
Navy 
stoker: 
when 
mance 
left in 
not get 
and ye 
were | 
quired 
to it tl 
water- 
of dar 
the ¢ 
state 


1040 
| had 


) tons 
e in- 
as an 
e in- 
boiler 
ways 
ships 
liked 
ense, 
Ooms, 
‘ittee 
Gen- 
into 
two 
lraw 
hon. 
hese 
sible. 
n its 
The 
nost 
She 
yet 
rent 
inst 
sia,” 
it of 
old 
lbs. 
hips 
nose 
vere 
the 
vith 
was 
inst 
ere- 
ired 
lb. 
ake 
was 
rt ” 
eri- 
iser 
to 
He 
had 
ac- 
nt, 
In 
300 
xht 
hat 


uld 


1041 Supply— 


had 7,350 tons of displacement and a 
20-knot speed, and fired 1,760 lb. The 
“ Imperieuse,” with 8,400 tons of dis- 
placement and ordinary boilers, fired 
2,520 lb. The modern ‘‘ Diadem,” with 
11,000 tons of displacement and water- 
tube boilers, fired only 1,600 1b. He wanted 
to know why these vessels were under- 
gunned. There was the old ‘“ Immor- | 
taliteé,”” which could fire 1,750 Ib. of | 
metal. Compare that with the ‘‘ Diadem” | 
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| These unhappy men never knew even 
for a moment when a tube would not 
burst and scald them to death. Only 
recently there had been an explosion on 
the “ Daring,” when two men were 
killed and others were scalded. In that 
case the coroner’s jury had almost 
accused the Admiralty of manslaughter. 
Our Fleet should be the first and finest 
in the world. Time had borne out his 


' contention that there was not a water- 





He did not know upon what system the | tube boiler that was not bound to come 
Admiralty was working, but when he} to grief at the most unexpected moment, 
compared our cruisers with the cruisers | he therefore begged the hon. Gentleman 
of other countries he found that our to halt in this policy of water-tube boilers, 
cruisers were built wrongly. He hoped and spend the money in putting in 
the hon. Gentleman, who he knew | proper cylindrical boilers. He did not 
was longing to take up these matters | know why the Admiralty should be so 
with all the earnestness and enthusiasm | blind, so diametrically opposed, to the 
he possessed, would go to the bottom first interests of the Empire. If they 
of the question, and not mind the so-called | put water-tube boilers into their new 
experts. They would mislead him, and battleships and cruisers they would be 
we should be getting ships that were not | simply flinging away, squandering, the 
satisfactory. What was the use of! nation’s money, and in war time, when 
hiding the truth and minimising facts? the Admiralty would want ships to keep 


| The “ Vengeance” the other day, a brand- | the sea day and night, to chase the enemy 
j new ship, coming from Barrow, was | all over the world, and to protect the 


found not to have a single water-tube | mercantile marine in any part of the 
boiler in her that was not leaking. | world, they would find themselves un- 
The ‘* Powerful,” after service in which | able to do it. He appealed to the Secre- 
he did not believe she was under steam | tary to the Admiralty to take this matter 
nine months, required repairs costing | jnto his serious consideration and not to 
nearly £70,000. Whata hollow mockery | jisten to the so-called experts who advised 
such engineering was! On the day) pis predecessors and who would have 
when the House plunged into the pro-| him continue these water-tube boilers. 
vision of water-tube boilers without 4/The hon. Gentleman should put such 
proper test it shook the foundations of | team generators into the new battle- 
the British Navy, and brought upon | ships and cruisers as would give the 
themselves this unhappy position. Ships men and the country confidence, and 
with cylindrical boilers were superior | not only be a credit ‘to the Admiralty 
to those with water-tubes as regards | and to the men in all departments of 
safety, economy, and the smaller com-' the service, but also uphold in every part 
plement of men required to work them | of the world the glory of the British 
—an important consideration in view Empire. i 

of the difficulty of getting men. The | ’ ; 

Navy was now short of firemen and) *Sir CHARLES DILKE said that the 
stokers to the extent of 12,000 men, and | hon. Member who had just spoken had 
when the ships were manned for the last | addressed the Committee upon two 
manoeuvres there were only six firemen ' subjects, in regard to each of which the 
left in reserve at Chatham. They could | Secretary of the Admiralty, before he 
not get firemen or engine-room artificers, | took office, shared, not, indeed, the argu- 
and yet in the face of all these facts they | ments by which they had been supported, 
were using a type of boiler which re-| but the hon. Member's ideas themselves ; 
quired 40 per cent. more men to attend | but just as with regard to boilers the 
to it than the old cylindrical boiler. The | Secretary to the Admiralty, in his present 
water-tube ships involved a maximum | responsible position, could not do other- 
ef danger and terror for the men in| wise than anyone in his place must do— 
the engine-room, and in war the| namely, consult the highest expert 
state of things would be terrible.! opinion and follow it--so in the other 











1045 Supply— 


matter of the under-gunning of the’ 
cruisers. That was a matter which the 
hon. Gentleman and the hon. Member 
for Gateshead had year by year brought 
before the House, and no doubt there 
was much to be said for their contention. 
The particular argument with which 
the hon. Member had to-day supported 
his contention, however, was not in 
itself a sufticient argument, because on 
the basis of merely taking the weight of 
metal in a single discharge, quick-firing 
guns and guns of a very antiquated type 
were put on the same footing. Recent 
cruisers had not been able to get their 
high speed and at the same time to carry ; 
a sufficient armament, and, therefore, he 
was very glad to hear that portion ot the 
announcement of the Government in 
which it was stated that that point had 
now been met, and that the armament 
of the new cruisers was to be very much 
superior to that of the cruisers recently 
built. 

He had been somewhat criticised by 
the hon. Member for Dundee for having 
on a previous occasion pressed for the 
adjournment of the debate because the 
Committee had not had the usual state- 
ment trom the Admiralty, and, not- 
withstanding the remarks of the hon. 
Member, he thought the Committee 
generally were inclined to support the 
contention he then put forward. A 
very interesting statement had now been 
made, a portion of which might certainly 
have been given on the former occasion. 
The Secretary to the Admiralty himself 
had invited the Committee to expect 
such a statement, because on 18th March, 
when the principal debate of the year on 
the Navy Estimates took place, the hon. 
Gentleman left many large questions for 
further exposition, he admitted frankly 
that the arrears were deplorable, and 
then used these words— 

““Many of the matters I have referred to 
cursorily will come up at another stage.” 

He (the right hon. Gentleman) certainly 
thought that meant at the present stage 
—on the Shipbuilding Vote—because on 
the 22nd March, in his reply, the hon. 
Gentleman spoke very briefly, and did 
not allude to any of the matters which 
had been left over. In his present 
statement the hon. Gentleman had 
stated that some explanation was ne-| 
cessary because of the large Vote for new | 
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construction. ‘‘ New construction,” as 
was well known to most Members of the 
Committee who took an interest in these 
questions, but not equally known to all, 
was a technical term. For actual new 
construction—that was, the laying down 
of new ships, the programme of the 
present year—the total amount asked 
for, as he understood it, was only 
£500,000 ; the remainder of the enor- 
mous Vote before the Committee being 
for the completion of programmes of 
previous years. Therefore, out of that 
£500,000, all the ships discussed in the 
hon. Gentleman’s statement and in the 
recent debate had to be begun, and the 
Committee could easily see what a very 
small beginning it must be. The Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty had stated that 
the reserve of guns was being provided 
on a larger scale than had been thought 
sufficient in the past. In the course of 
an exchange of remarks between the 
present and the late Secretaries to the 
Admiralty the present Secretary claimed 
that there had not recently been a delay 
in guns. But the total number of guns 
provided had been only one extra on 
every four, and that he (the right hon. 
Gentleman) had frequently maintained 
was not a sufficient reserve in the present 
condition of gunnery and in view of the 
extraordinary effect produced on guns 
by cordite powder. With regard to the 
new construction, as this £500,000 had 
to be divided among the three large 
battleships, the six cruisers, the ten 
destroyers, and the submarines which 
had been mentioned, he feared that very 
little work would be done during the 
present year. 

In connection with the three battle- 


'ships—the technical details of which he 


would not attempt to discuss, because 
he was one of those who were forced to 
aecept authority on these matters—the 
interesting announcement had __ been 
made that two of them were to be named 


lafter the Commonwealth of Australia 


and the Dominion of Canada, and the 
sacrifices of those colonies in connection 
with the present war had been alluded to. 
But the one colony which had really 
made enormous sacrifices in both men 
and money was not covered by either 
designation. New Zealand had _ sent 
enormously more men in proportion to 
her size and population than any other 
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colony, and she had also contributed a | 
very large sum of money in the payment 
she had given to her troops. Therefore, 
if the policy of conciliating the colonies 
by the use of their names was to be fol- 
lowed, while the names of the Dominion 
and the Commonwealth carried weight 
throughout the world, that of New 
Zealand ought not to be forgotten. 

With regard to the new programme, 
the ten destroyers, which were no in- 
crease on the programmes of previous 
recent years, could not make up for the 
deficiency of destroyers—a matter which 
had been the subject of recent attention 
in the country and of debate in the 
House. All Members now agreed 
theoretically, and he hoped he agreed 
practically, with the hon. Member for 
Dundee with regard to the undesira bility 
of Supplementary Estimates. If possible, 
the requirements of a Department should 
be put before the Government early in 
the autumn, and the Estimates placed 
before the House at the beginning of the 
year should be the Estimates for the year. 
Still, there were marked occasions in the 
time ot the late First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty when it was thought necessary to 
come to the Committee with statements 
which caused grave alarm to the 
necessity for further programmes in 
July. One of the matters of most regret 
in connection with the Navy was that 
the country was still without many of 
the ships provided for on those occasions ; 
they were cheerfully voted in a hurry, 
but were not yet completed, although 
the foreign ships to which they were 
intended to be an answer had long since 
been completed. In his opinion it was 
a disgrace to the country that ships 
laid down subsequently to our own had 
been completed in this country for foreign 
fovernments, while our own ships were 
not yet commissioned. None of the 
reasons which had been given were suth- 
ent to account for such a fact ; it con- 
tinued to be an unexplained and un- 
accounted-for delay. He had hoped that 
on the present occasion, if they were not 
to have any large Supplementary Esti- 
mates, they would at any rate have had 
a certain supplementary programme 
with regard to two of the matters which 
had been the subject of recent debate. 
From all the returns it appeared that we | 
were falling into arrear in the destroyer | 
class. It might have been assumed that 


as 
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the policy of the Admiralty was not to 
encourage destroyers so much as to 
encourage the attaching of cruisers to 
fleets ; but they had seen Russia pursuing 
the opposite policy, and building a large 
number of destroyers and “ destroyer- 
destroyers,’ and the Admiralty them- 
selves had admitted the deficiency of 
destroyers. They had stated that they 
were taking steps to make up that defi- 
ciency, but no signs of those steps could 
be seen in the Estimates before the Com- 
mittee. So, too, with regard to Fleet 
auxiliaries, although this was a somewhat 
disputable matter. The Secretary to 
the Admiralty took the view that it was 
not necessary to build the Fleet auxiliaries, 
that it was possible in regard to most 
classes to hire them or to take them up 
on the outbreak of war. In all these 
matters he (the right hon. Gentleman) 
believed that the present First Lord ot 
the Admiralty did not incline so much 
to “ programmes ”’ as the late First Lord ; 
he attached greater importance to being 
able to make rapid changes in designs, 
from moment to moment, and in the 
classes of ships, than programmes would 
admit of. He hoped that that belief 
was not well founded, because it that was 
the tendency of the present Board of 
Admiralty, the fear was that they would 
find themselves delivered over bound 
hand and foot to the weight exercised by 
the War Office in the Cabinet in framing 
the Estimates for the year. If each case 
was to be considered on its merits, with- 
out a programme, when the Estimates 
were framed the Admiralty would suffer 
with a strong man at the War Office. 
Another reason in favour of programmes 
was that contractors would not con- 
tinue to extend their plant to create 
the new kinds of armour if changes 
occurred every year. They required to 
have an assurance in advance of the 
general lines of Admiralty policy. If 
contractors were exposed to the pos- 
sibility of a cold fit or of a complete 
change in the class of ships, affecting the 
kinds of armour required, or if they 
feared they would be left in the lurch, 
they would not make the necessary 
prudent sacrifices, of capital in advance 
which were required if this country 
was to keep pace with other Powers. 
Although these matters might sound 
like commonplaces, they had to be borne 
in mind. In the present war they had 
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:seen how willing the people were to pour| Mr. MACARTNEY pointed out that 
out money like water during war, but | the calculation of the French themselves 
how much had to be poured out during | was that in 1907 the number of destroyers 
war which might have been avoided by | of France and Russia combined would 
¢ireful and prudent preparation in time | be 102, while the number of English 
of peace. | destroyers in 1904, or three years earlier, 
On the question of destroyers, the | would be 104. 
‘Secretary to the Admiralty in a recent | 
‘speech had said— | *Sir CHARLES DILKE said he at- 
“The number of destroyers is increasing, and tached very little importance to the 
there will no doubt be at the disposal of the estimate of the figures for 1907: he 
Admiralty available destroyers.” | preferred to take the figures for a definite 
Of course the number of ships of every | and tangible period in regard to what had 
-class was increasing if a certain period of | actually been done than any calculation 
years was taken, but there was no in-| in connection with the future. He did 
crease over recent years; there was| not suggest that France had the same 
no greater rapidity of increase. There! number of destroyers, or anything like 
was the ordinary provision of ten it, that this country had. Her previous 
‘destroyers per year, but the life of the | policy had not been to build destroyers 


-destroyers was very short, because they 
knocked themselves to pieces more 
rapidly than any other class of ship in 
the Service. The right hon. Gentleman 
‘the Member for South Antrim had com- 
pared the building of recent years, taking 
Power by Power, but if the comparison 
was made with regard to destroyers the 
picture was not very favourable to this 
country. The best way of comparing 
performances of recent years was to 
take the last two Returns of the fleets 
of the different countries, ascertaining 


from them the exact number of destroyers | 


that had been commissioned, launched, 


| at all, and the same was the case with 
regard to Russia. Their previous policy 
had been to have torpedo boats. Our 
destroyers were the answer to the French 
' flotilla of torpedo boats. The French 
‘had only recently taken to building 
destroyers, and the Russians now, in 
addition to building destroyers very 
rapidly, were also building counter- 
destroyers. He merely mentioned these 
facts to show that during the last year 
and a half this country had been distinctly 
losing ground in this matter. 

As to fleet auxiliaries, they had been 
alluded to by the Secretary to the Admi- 





and laid down by each of the Powers. | ralty in these words— 
By comparing the Return of the Ist! «Yam one of those who believe . . . . 
August, 1899, with that of the 28th| very little will be done in war that might 
March of the present year it would be | have been done in time of peace.” 
found that in that period Great Britain | With that statement he entirely agreed, 
had commissioned ten destroyers which | though, of course, it was not an exhaus- 
were launched since 1896, three which | tive statement. The point was one which 
were launched in 1896, and one which! the Secretary to the Admiralty and he 
was launched as long ago as 1895 ; and| had joined in the past in pressing on the 
that there were building in all thirteen! attention of the Admiralty. It affected 
which had been launched more than a|a great many matters concerning the 
year ago, nine which had been launched | Navy Estimates other than those con- 
since, and only two which were not! tained in the present Vote. But with 
launched. The Committee would notice | regard to fleet auxiliaries, there was a 
only two not launched. That showed difference of opinion, and the Secretary 
that the recent progress had been very to the Admiralty went on to say— 
small indeed. Taking the figures for | “There are some exceptions, however, to 
-other Powers, it would be seen that | that rule, and a portion of the auxiliary ships 
France in a single year had launched | Will come under that description.” 
‘seven destroyers, and laid down ten new! That was to say, the hon. Gentleman 
‘ones ; while Russia had commissioned | suggested that a portion of the fleet 
nine, launched seven, and laid down | auxiliaries ought to be bought or built 
fourteen. The discrepancy therefore was | in advance, while a portion might be left 
wery great as against this country. ‘to be provided in time of war. Yes, but 
| 


Sir Charles Dilke. 
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what proportion, and of what classes ? 


The hon. Gentleman had also mentioned | 
that the ‘‘ Hecla ” was to be re-commis- | 
sioned, and he had alluded to the ‘“pre- | 
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been given to them, and that they looked 
forward to hiring their other hospital 
ships when war broke out. The opinion 
of the highest authorities was that hos- 


science’ of the Admiralty in this matter. | pital ships ought to be specially built, 


It was tardy repentance rather than’ that the ventilation and other require- 


prescience. The “ Hecla ” was bought— | ments were far better and more cheaply 


not built—in 1878, and to re-commission 
that ship now seemed to point to the 
fact that the Admiralty had suddenly 


come to the conclusion that there was. 


something in the agitation on this point, 
and that they were behindhand in the 
provision of fleet auxiliaries. In the last 
Return laid before the House by the 
Admiralty there were only two such ships 
mentioned as being in the British Navy, 
nimely, the “* Vulcan ” and the * Hecla,” 
and at the time that return was presented 
in March last, there was no ship put down 
as building. Therefore, although the 
Secretary to the Admiralty claimed that 
his Department had taken action even 
before a particular leader appeared in 
The Times, it was evident that the 
Admiralty had required a great deal of 
pressure for many years before it moved 
in the matter of fleet auxiliaries. Many 
allusions to the past history of this matter 
would be found in ‘ Brassey’s Annual” 
and by putting ‘* Brassey’s Annual ” and 
The Times leaders together, it would be 
found that on the 28th July, 1898, the 
attention of the Admiralty was most 
markedly called to the deficiencies in all 
these classes of fleet auxilliaries. The 
action the Admiralty were now taking 
seemed to show that public opinion and 
pressure from outside had had their 
effect. 


Mr. MACARTNEY was understood 
to say that it was not to be assumed that 
the Admiralty had made no efforts to hire 
such ships. 


*Str CHARLES DILKE said that that 
exactly proved his case, because his argu- 
ment was that these ships, or a consider- 
able proportion of them, could be far 
better built than hired. That view, as 
far as he could judge from the best 
opinions he had been able to obtain from 
those skilled in such matters, applied also 
to the hospital ships themselves. The 
hon. Gentleman had announced that the 
Admiralty did not intend to build hos- 
pital ships, that they had one which had 


_ provided for in ships specially built than 


in ships merely hired for the purpose. 


| It was necessary to attach these hospital 


ships in considerable numbers to the 
squadrons even in time of peace, for the 
whole conditions of the treatment of the 
sick at sea had changed. The absence 
of wood in the construction of ships had 
rendered more difficult the treatment 
of the sick on board, particularly in regard 
to ventilation in hot climates. He be- 
lieved it was the opinion of the highest 
authorities that they would have to come 
to the system of accompanying their 
ships in times of peace with hospital ships, 
on which the bulk of the medical staff 
would reside, and to which the whole of 
the wounded must be removed in time 
of war. Having mentioned this matter 
of auxiliaries, he should like to ask the 
Committee to consider the pointsraised by 
the right hon. Member for South Antrim 
in his comparison of the fighting ships 
of the various fleets. The right hon. 
Member took up the line in defence 
of the late Board of Admiralty that in 
recent years the balance of building had 
been in their favour. He asked the Com- 
mittee to consider these two last returns 
in regard to their bearing upon this ques- 
tion. He frankly admitted that numbers 
were not everything. He interrupted 
the right hon. Gentleman in his state- 
ment with regard tothe number of French, 
ships in the Mediterranean as compared 
with theirown. Hedid not attach much 
importance to this matter, and all he 
wished to say was that the statement 
made to the effect that the French had 
fourteen battleships to our ten in the 
Mediterranean was not a complete state- 
ment, for it did not include the Northern 
Fleet. 

The right hon. Member for South 
Antrim had quoted from the last French 
report, which he had read carefully, as 
well as two important debates in the 
French Chamber. The right hon. Member 
seemed to have quoted from that report 
everything that told in his favour, and 
he had left out everything that told the 
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other way. One statement in that report | during that period England did not com- 
was very disquieting indeed. He would) mission or launch any armoured cruisers 
not refer to the question of the guns, but at all. Now they were endeavouring to 
he wished to point out that the French | rapidly complete and commission the ar- 
had always maintained that they were) moured cruisers which had been so much 
superior to England in guns and gunnery, | delayed. As regarded mere building, the 
and that the speeds of their ships were real | right hon. Member opposite suggested 
speeds, while ours were not. Inthe report | that other Powers were also very slow, 
from which the right hon. Member for | That was perfectly true of France, but it 
South Antrim was quoting the French | was not true of Russia. If the right hon. 
maintained that there were such weak-| Member looked at the returns of. the 
nesses in English battleships that the | latest Russian ships he would find that 
French armoured cruisers could be put | they had attained a rate of construction 
in line of battle against them with every | which England had ceased to attain in 
chance of beating them. ‘This was con-| this country, except in regard to the 
firmed by a most interesting scientific ships built in private yards for Japan. 
argument in Brassey’s Naval Annual, | It had been done here by private firms 
which described an imaginary battle) building ships for the Japanese Govern- 
between one of the newest Japanese} ment, who had attained the same speed 
eruisers built in this country and one of | as that attained in that building of the 
our battleships, and it showed that the) Russian ships. But this speed had_ not 
lightly-armed Japanese cruiser would be! been attained upon Admiralty ships. 
able to beat such a battleship. He did) Russia had also launched a very large 
not think that they ought to discuss the | number of fast protected cruisers over 
French report without remembering | 6,000 tons. She had launched five, and 
facts like that, and without remember- | commissioned one faster than contract, 
ing that English ships were being de-/| and others were fast building. She was, 
scribed as “ artillery museums.” Taking | as he had shown, having destroyers built 
the last two Reports which were before | more rapidly than England. Of course it 
the House, he found that in the period | was very easy to puzzle those who did 
between August, 1899, and March, 1901, | not look carefully into the figures for 
France commissioned one battleship, | themselves. | 

Russia commissioned three, and Germany! In the last Returns which had _ been 
one, making a total of five ; while during | laid before the House. although the pre- 
the same period England commissioned | sent Board of Admiralty had taken 
three battleships of the ‘ Canopus’ | eredit for striking deadheads off the list, 
elass. As he had said before, numbers} he did not think that they should be 
were not everything, but in this par-| satisfied with all the ships which had 
ticular case the French and Russian ships | been put down in the last Returns. The 
were bigger than the English ships, | right hon. Member for South Antrim 
carried heavier arms, and were stronger | believed in the French returns. He did 
in every way. During that period, ac-| not know whether he was aware that 
cording tothe Admiralty Return, Russia | England counted eleven battleships in 
launched three battleships (according | this last revised list of the Admiralty 
to Brassey four), Germany launched two, | which the French return struck off our 
making a total of five, according to the! list. Even after all the ships men- 
Admiralty, and six according to Brassey ;| tioned by the present Secretary to the 
and against this total England launched | Admiralty had been struck off they were 
only two. In other words, England com-| still counting as British battleships 
missioned or launched five battleships | eleven ships, after all the derelicts had 
during that period as against ten or| been struck off, which the reporter of 
eleven commissioned or launched by the|the French budget put aside as not 
three Powers he had named. He thought | worth counting. He thought this pro- 
that was very unsatisfactory. As re- | cess of striking inefficient ships off the 
garded armoured cruisers, Russia com- | list ought to be carried still further than 
missioned one, France launched four, | it was. He might add that, although the 
Russia launched one, and Germany | reporter of the French budget. struck 
launched one, making a total of six, and | eleven battleships off our list, he still 
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left upon our list two ships armed with 
muzzle-loading guns—the “ Ajax’”’ and 
the ‘““Agamemnon.” He should not 
have been astonished if the reporter had 
struck off thirteen from our list, includ- 
ing the ships built in 1876. On the 
other hand,the British Admiralty pruned 
the French list as they did not prune 
their own, and they had struck some 
French battleships off because they dated 
from the year 1876, although they were 
counting in their own lists ships of 
that date. With regard to the 
combination of fleets, he had always 
frankly told the House that he did not 
think the standard of two Powers was 
sufficient, although he believed it gave a 
certain security if it was strictly main- 
tained, because the maintaining of a 
two-Power standard made it unlikely 
that three Powers would make 
against them. With regard to cruisers 
they were the most unsatisfactory, be- 
cause it was only the very latest that 
were efficient. The newest cruisers, for 
example, built for Japan were much 
superior to any other cruisers, and it 
was a credit to us that those cruisers 
should have been built in this country, 
but unfortunate that the cruisers of our 
own Admiralty should not have been 
commissioned. 

The only general remark he would 
make in regard to the question of the 
standard programme which should be 
adopted for future years was that they 
could not put the German policy entirely 
out. of their calculation. He wished to 
speak with all respect of the German 
Emperor, and he was not counting him 
as an enemy. He believed in the prin- 
ciple of fixed and settled peace, and he 
did not believe that war with European 
Powers was probable. But when they 
were counting possible combinations of 
the future, with which their programmes 
must deal in order to ensure the safety 
of the Empire and incidentally ensure 
peace, they could not put Germany en- 
tirely aside. It seemed almost impossible 
to imagine that England would be 
attacked by two Powers, or that they 
should find themselves in conflict with 
two Powers, but after the recent speech 
of the Kaiser he did not think it was 
possible to put the German nation out 
of view. They had to consider this 
question in connection with the weighty 
armaments which German policy had 
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recently provided, and they could not in 
their minds consider it without relation 
to their defensive military policy. He 
hoped that the present Board of Admi- 
ralty and the present First Lord of the 
Admiralty might be strong enough to 
hold their own against the policy of 
merely defensive military expenditure. 
They had been told that this country 
naturally would remain in a position of 
isolation. He thought all those who 
used to hold a view favourable to alliance 
with a military Power had given it up. 
They must look upon England as likely 
to stand alone and make such arrange- 
ments as they could. The only natural 
policy of such a Power geographically 
situated as we were was to be all power- 
ful at sea, and not to attend mainly to 
defensive military preparations on shore. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
the Secretary to the Admiralty had ex- 
plained many scientific and technical 
details which were of extreme interest to 
the Committee. After what had fallen 
from the right hon. Baronet opposite, he 
thought the Committee would agree 
that the two-Power standard which had 
hitherto existed, and which had been 
considered satisfactory in regard to the 
Navy, was not now a sufficient standard 
for the protection of their shores. At 
the time when that standard was set up 
the condition of the fleets of the world 
was very different indeed from what it 
was at the present time. Then France 
and Russia were the most active naval 
Powers, but since that time three new 
claimants for naval prominence had 
arisen. They had now to consider the 
United States, which was developing 
shipbuilding of their own in a manner 
that English shipbuilders never contem- 
plated as possible. Then there was 
Japan ordering vessels, which, as had 
already been stated, had been built, 
finished, and equipped whilst their own 
vessels had been standing unfinished in 
British shipbuilding yards. They had 
now in the Japanese fleet a navy almost 
of first-class rank. He remembered 
twenty-five years ago that his hon. friend 
the Member for Cardiff designed the very 
first ship which the Japanese Govern- 
ment ever possessed. He remembered 
at that time that Japanese seamen were 
so little experienced that, under the 
advice of his hon. friend, British sailors 
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and officers were employed to manage 
those ships. That was the state of the 
personnel of the fleet in Japan twenty- 
five years ago; but what was the state 
of {things to-day ? Japan now possessed 
battleships of the very first class. She 
had cruisers so powerful and so well 
armed that many experts had stated 
that they were capable of meeting our 
own battleships. The German naval 
expenditure had goneup from £3,500,000 
to £9,000,000 per annum. Those great 
changes in regard to the fleets of the 
United States, Japan, and Germany, 
taken alongside the continued activity 
of France and Russia, ought to make 
this country consider whether or not 
the standard set up at present was a 
sufficient one. He ventured to appeal 
to the Admiralty to take this matter into 
consideration, and if they came to the 
conclusion that a three-Power standard 
was necessary in the future, he felt sure 
that that decision would be welcomed 
and accepted with unanimity by the 
people of this country. He thought we 
ought to have a fleet sufficiently strong 
to meet the fleets of any three Powers 
which could possibly combine against 


Supply— 


us. 

Allusion had been made to the ques- 
tion of auxiliaries, and there could be no 
doubt whatever that a great ery had 
come from one part of our Fleet for 
additional auxiliaries. His hon. friend 
had stated more than once that 
auxiliaries could be got up and utilised 
at short notice, but in his opinion they 
ought to be prepared beforehand for all 
emergencies. He desired to support 
what had been said by the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean in regard to hospital ships. They 
had heard many outcries against the pro- 
vision made for the sick and wounded in 
South Africa. He hoped it would not 
be the case that when a naval war broke 
out they would have the same outery as 
regarded the hospital ships attached tothe 
fleet. He would refer to the other class 
of auxiliaries to which allusion had been 
made—torpedo-boat destroyers. The 
destroyers to be added during the current 
financial year were entirely insufficient 
for the purpose for which they were 
intended. The Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty had referred to the congestion in 
the past in the shipbuilding trade. He 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 


{COMMONS} 
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had excused the late Secretary to the 
Admiralty and also the former Board of 
Admiralty in connection with the arrearg 
of naval construction—arrears which 
were estimated at £4,500,000 during 
the last three years. That sum was 
intended to be spent, but never wag 
spent, and the Navy was lacking at the 
present time to that extent. Speaking 
from the personal experience of his every- 
day work he could state that there was 
no doubt a large amount of congestion 
in the last four years in the shipbuilding 
yards throughout the country, but it 
was the shipowner or the representative 
of the naval fleet who was most skilful, 
energetic, and pushing who got his ships 
delivered whilst others did not. The 
Japanese had their ships delivered, not 
only on the Tyne, but the Thames and 
elsewhere, whilst we had been waiting. 
The late Board of Admiralty did in regard 
to these torpedo-boat destroyers initiate 
a new policy of very great value to the 
country. That policy was challenged 
in this House, but he ventured to think 
that reasons of State justified it. What 
was it? It was the taking of the draw- 
ings of the torpedo-boat destroyers, 
which had been to a certain degree held 
as trade secrets, and the property of one 
or two firms skilled in the building of 
destroyers, and, under a clause in the 
contract, showing the drawings to other 
builders in the country for the purpose 
of enabling them to build ships upon 
designs drawn as the result of experience 
by private firms. There were many 
reasons which might be urged, but which 
he declined to urge, against such a course 
asthat. He believed then, as he did now, 
that such a course was justified. He 
desired now to urge that the course 
adopted four or five years ago by the 
late Board of Admiralty should not 
merely be confirmed but extended by 
the present Board. The ten destroyers 
on the programme fell short by at least 
twenty of what ought to be the addition 
to that class of vessels. We required 
thirty more destroyers before we properly 
satisfied the demands of the Mediter- 
ranean and elsewhere. He would put 
this suggestion before the Secretary to 
the Admiralty. There were at least 
thirty shipbuilding yards throughout 
the country that were not engaged with 
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any serious Admiralty work—yards of a | They had been told that there were eight 
comparatively humble character, which | ships which were considered by the 
were occupied in building cargo ships, Admiralty to come under that category. 
colliers, and other vessels of that kind,| Now they were told that four only of 





as well as building high-class mercantile 
vessels and passenger ships. ‘There were 
twenty or thirty yards which might be 
added to the Admiralty list of possible 
contractors who were capable of turning 
out within a year or eighteen months 
the necessary additional destroyers upon 
drawings which might be furnished to 
them by the Admiralty. 

The congestion which had been re- 
ferred to was largely limited to the ordi- 
nary shipyards on the present Admiralty 
list, and it was by extending the list that 
they would get out of the difficulty. 
He believed his hon. friend would look 
upon that suggestion as something at 
all events that deserved consideration. 
He knew from his daily experience that 
he was not recommending a vain or 
chimerical idea. It was a matter of 
disappointment—he hoped only of a 
temporary character—that there was not 
a Supplementary Estimate. He believed 
a Supplementary Estimate must come. 
If it did not they would be told next year 
that the Admiralty, acting in conjunction 
with the Treasury, had ordered certain 
additional vessels, and Parliament would 
be asked to sanction what they had done. 
He did not care whether his suggestion 
was accepted or not,so long as they found 
the Admiralty showing the necessary 
activity in the construction of new ships. 
He hoped the present deep-seated feeling 
in the country on this subject would 
lead to such steps being taken as would 
leave no doubt about the supremacy of 
the British Navy, and further that this 
discussion would show to his hon. friend 
that any reasonable policy for the ex- 
pansion of the Navy which he might 
desire to recommend to the Admiralty 
would be accepted by the House and 
supported by the country. 

Referring to the question of boilers, he 
said the gentlemen forming the Com- 
mittee appointed by the Admiralty to 
report on the subject were entirely 
suitable for the work entrusted to them. 


these ships were to have these boilers 
rejected from their design. He had 
pressed his hon. friend to say how long 
the other four vessels would be inter- 
rupted as regards construction if the 
change had been made in the type of 
boilers, but he had got no satisfactory 
information. Surely some idea could be 
given of how long the construction of the 
vessels would be prolonged if the change 
had taken place. He contended that no 
reasonable additional time and no amount 
of money justified the Admiralty in re- 
taining in those ships boilers which had 
been provisionally condemned by the 
Committee. He felt a disappointment 
which he did not expect to feel on this 
matter. Whena Committee representing 
the highest engineering talent in the 
country recommended the change, the 
least the Admiralty could have done 
would have been to act on the recom- 
mendation, unless the severest pressure 
with regard to time rendered another 
course necessary. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said the 
course taken by the Admiralty was taken 
on the advice of the president of the 
Boilers Committee. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
his hon. friend had laid stress upon the 
fact that he got the recommendation 
from the president. Was it a recom- 
mendation from the whole Committee ? 
There was no subject which came before 
the House for discussion of greater im- 
portance than the efficiency of the Fleet 
of this country. 


*Smr EDWARD REED said he could 
not help observing that there was a very 
substantial incongruity in the speeches 
of hon. Members who had taken part 
in the debate. In one part of their 
speeches they urged the Government to 
proceed with the building of ships, and in 
another part they reproached the Admi- 
ralty for not having stopped four of the 


In their Interim Report they recom- most important ships for a period of six or 


mended that Belleville boilers should not 


twelve months in order to leave out 


be fitted in ships recently ordered where boilers of which the Admiralty had had 


the work done was not too far advanced. 
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experience in every part of the world, 
2P 
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and to substitute for them boilers of | 


which they had little or no experience 
at all. 


*Str FORTESCUE FLANNERY said 
his suggestion was that some type of 
ylindrical boiler should be introduced. 


*Srr EDWARD REED said he took 
it to be simply impossible for the Admi- 
ralty to revert to the use in the Royal 
Navy of cylindrical boilers. [An Hon. 
Member: Why ?] For the reason that 
they were very much heavier and carried 
so much more water than other boilers. 
His hon. friend the Member for Gates- 
head spoke with almost pathetic fervour 
over the matter, and made appeals of a 
touching kind to the Secretary to the 
Admiralty. He spoke of the accidents 
which had occurred to some of the 
water-tube boilers, one being a recent 
case where a couple of men were killed. 
But neither he nor the hon. Member for 
the Shipley Division said anything of the 
manifold accidents in the British Navy 
with ordinary cylindrical boilers. <A 
most awful accident occurred on board 
the “ Thunderer,” and everybody knew 
that there had been many other cases. 
If the Boilers Committee had advised a 
return to cylindrical boilers he could 
better understand the position of his hon. 
friends, but that was not what the Com- 
mittee recommended. His recollection 
of the report was that the Committee 
simply advised the substitution of some 
other boilers of which the very gentlemen 
who composed the Committee had never 
had any experience at all. Although 
he was not accustomed to put undue 
trust in the action of the Admiralty 
‘on all occasions, he thought they might 
be very well left to deal with this matter. 
His hon. friend was anxious because 
Belleville boilers were going to be put in, 
while he himself was equally anxious 
about the others that were going to be 
put in, as they were all experimental. 
Consequently the whole thing resolved 
itself into this—Are we to go back to the 
old style of boilers or not? When 
emotional references were made to 
accidents, he must point out that these 
ships were built for war, and that the 
eylindrical boilers contained about three 
times the volume of water which the 


water-tube boilers carried, and anyone 


Sir Edward Reed. 


{COMMONS} 


Navy Estimates. 1060 


could easily see that if a shell entered 
one of those boilers the consequence 
would be disaster of the most unlimited 
kind. On these grounds he could not 
understand why they should be asked 
to leap out of the frying-pan into the fire. 
The hon. Member for Gateshead was 
making exactly the same kind of appeal 
now which he made in 1893, and en- 
deavouring to create the utmost alarm 
and consternation throughout His 
Majesty's service. Experience since 1894 
had entirely disposed of these alarms. 
There had been a few accidents, but no 
such terrible ones as were predicted, 
There were in the manufactories of 
England boiler accidents continually 
occurring where the difficulties were not 
the same as on board ship. Although 
he was no great advocate for the 
Belleville boilers, he ventured to put ina 
word against the system of spreading dis- 
trust of boilers which were working with 
great efficiency and satisfaction in every 
part of the globe in the British Navy and 
also in other navies. 

The characteristic feature of the Vote 
they were now discussing was its magni- 
tude, and he could well understand the 
feeling of some hon. Members on the 
Opposition side of the House when they 
saw Estimates of such magnitude fol- 
lowed up by appeals to the Government 
to bring in Supplementary Estimates. 
He for one claimed to be, as he had 
always been, as great an economist in 
the matter as any one in the House, but 
his views of economy were not quite 
identical with those of some others. 
There were many branches of the public 
service in which economy might be 
exercised without involving any national 
danger at all. But, in respect of the 
Navy, any undue economy promised 
sooner or later the greatest disaster. 
If we spent too much on the Navy we 
were still in the advantageous position 
that if we got into difficulty, everyone 
would thank God we committed that 
over-expenditure. It was a means of 
insurance on which we should rely with 
the greatest satisfaction. If we had 
spent millions on ships in recent years, 
it was because in former years we spent 
millions on ships which we found we 
could not trust. He asked the Secretary 
to the Admiralty whether any inquiry 
had been made into the cause of the 
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miscalculation of the cost of the building 
and alterations to the royal yacht, and 


{5 Jury 1901} 


whether there was any truth in a Report | 


on the subject which appeared in the 
press. | 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: An «in- 
quiry has been made at the Admiralty 
with the object of putting the responsi- 
bility on the proper persons, and those 
persons have been dealt with by the 
Admiralty. With regard tothe Report 
in the newspapers to-day, it is incorrect 
in many particulars, and in some particu- 
lars false. I can come to no other con- 
clusion than that it was dishonestly 
taken from the Admiralty during the 
earlier stage of the proceedings of the 
Board of Admiralty. The Report of the 
action of the Admiralty will, in due time, 
be communicated to the House. It does 
not correspond with, but is similar to, 
the document which has been stolen. 


*Str EDWARD REED said the pub- 
lication of the Report would allay public 
anxiety. The Admiralty had done the 
right thing in seeking out the causes of 
the miscalculation with regard to the 
royal yacht. He was willing to believe 
they had done that efficiently and were 
fully alive to the desirability of keeping 
watch and ward with regard to other 
ships. A great deal had been said about 
the infliction of penalties in connection 
with Admiralty contracts. He very 
much doubted, in view of the inquiry 
which he made while he was at the 
Admiralty, whether the Admiralty 
would ever be successful in getting 
penalties inflicted on contractors except 
in some very exceptional cases. They 
might give out a contract for a ship, the 
builder might do his best to construct it, 
but. if they did not supply him at an 
early stage with the fullest information, 
and if they left anything undefined, the 
builder was delayed. He questioned 
whether the practice of the Admiralty 
was such as would enable any contractor 
‘to go steadily through with the work on 
the ship from beginning to end without 
interference and alteration. His ex- 


perience had been that the great cause | 


of delay was that the Admiralty had 


taken on themselves the manufacture | 


of the whole of the armour for the ships, | | world were taken into view. 
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Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER said that 
the Admiralty did not manufacture the 
armour. 


*Sir EDWARD REED said that at any 
rate the Admiralty had undertaken to 
have the armour manufactured outside 
the contract for the ship. If the Admi- 
ralty undertook to supply the contractor 
with the armour for the ship they should 
take very good care that the armour was 
ready when the shipbuilder needed it. 
The hon. Member for Shipley had made 
reference to the capability of private 
yards supplying destroyers. He knew 
of one of the most highly competent 
firms in England, which had the ver y best 
machinery, with the most recent im- 
proved electric power, but which had 
not had a single order for a destroyer, 
although the “Admiralty admitted that 
they were much in need of destroyers. 
In regard to auxiliaries, he was much 
more inclined to the views of the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty than to those of 
the right hon. the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. It seemed to him that in 
regard to these auxiliary vessels it would 
be an improper thing for the Admiralty 
to commit themselves to a large expendi- 
ture of public money unless the occasion 
was of great importance. Some working 
arrangement should be entered into with 
the great lines by which a very large 
number of auxiliary vessels might be 
brought into the fleet when required, 
and to that end one vessel of each type 
should be built by the Admiralty and 
used as an example as to the form in 
which the shipping firms should fit their 


vessels when a naval war arose. The 
right hon. Baronet had made some 


remarks in regard to first-class cruisers, 
and had cited the case of the cruisers 
which had recently been added to the 
Japanese fleet. He must confess that 
he could not tell the difference between 
a battleship and an armoured cruiser, and 
he did not know how the distinction was 
now to be drawn. Of course, they could 
call a ship by any name they pleased, but, 
so far as he understood, those first-class 
armoured cruisers were battleships of 
very considerable power, and would be 
so considered when the navies of the 


He did 


and that the contractor couid not get the | not know whether hon. Members had 


armour in time. 


| 


looked into the manner in which the 
o-P'2 
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Estimates had been prepared, but they 
did seem to him past all understanding. 
The system was very pernicious, and had 
been practised for a good many vears 
past. Ships were put down on the pro- 
gramme which were only to begin to 
come into existence during the financial 
year ; but surely they could not say that, 
when they had spent £40,000 on a ship 
that was to cost over £1,300,000, any 
substantial progress had been made with 
that ship. He was, however, very 
pleased to recognise what had been done 
in regard to new ships. He never 
ventured to criticise His Majesty's ships 
unless he considered them very bad. 
There was one point in regard to the 
armour. It was stated to be of a certain 
thickness and depth, but he should like 
to know how far it would extend along the 
water-line. Then he thought that the 
electric hoists, which went down in close 
proximity to the magazines, might prove 
dangerous. He had seen electrical dis- 
charges from these hoists, and precau- 
tions ought to be taken against explo- 
sions, ‘hough he would not go so far as an 
old admiral who had barrels of water 
placed in the magazines of ships while 
they were building as a_ precaution 
against explosion. One other remark 
he wished to make before he sat down. 
He thought that a great deal ought to be 
done, more than at present, in the way of 
preparatory work. Take the case of 
destroyers and other similar classes of 
craft. If that preparatory work were 
done there would not only be economy, 
but when an extension of naval power 
was desired it could be accomplished in 
a third of the time necessary at present. 
In conclusion, he hoped the Secretary 
to the Admiralty would forgive him for 
saying that too often the most ardent, 
the most searching, the most capable, 
the most strenuous reformers which the 
House had produced before they had 
been two months in office came down to 
the House and made a couleur de rose 
statement ; but he believed that on the 
present occasion—and it would be a satis- 
taction to the Committee to agree with 
with him—the hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty would use his best 
endeavours to give effect to those views 
he had given expression to while he sat 
below the gangway, and that he would 
do his work thoroughly and well. 


Sir Edward Reed. 


{COMMONS} 


/[Mr. Henry Hospnouse(Somersetshire, E.} 
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in the Chair. ] 


*Mr. JAMES O’KELLY (Roscommon, 
N.) said that the question of the Navy 
was the question of the Empire, but yet 
the Empire did not pay for it. He 
wished to know whether the Govern- 
ment would consider the desirability of 
asking the colonies to contribute to the 
defence of the Empire. They were very 
rich in jingo speeches, but they did not 
contribute a penny towards maintaining 
the Empire which they were so proud of, 
although the Navy was to them of the 
greatest importance. Australia, which 
was in a position of peculiar danger, did 
not contribute anything, and neither did 
India, although the trade of India was 
sixty-one millions a year, and of Australia 
fifty-five millions. Canada, with a trade 
of twenty-eizht millions, contributed 
nothing, neither did South Africa, with a 
trade of seventeen millions ; but Ireland, 
which did not derive any benefit at all 
from the Navy, had to pay its share every 
year. Even Irish butter would not be 
bought to feed the men ef the Navy. 
England, with a trade of 800 millions, 
could well afford to maintain the Navy 
herself, especially as almost every penny 
of naval expenditure was spent in 
England, not a penny being spent in 
Ireland that could possibly be spent 
elsewhere. 


Toe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
Gentleman is now dealing with the ques- 
tion of contributors to the Navy. This is 
the Vote for naval construction, and the 
discussion must be confined to that. 


*Mr. JAMES O’KELLY said he only 
desired to say that while the trade oi 
Ireland was only 1°5 per cent. of the 
trade of the United Kingdom, she had to 
contribute one-twelfth of the expense of the 
Navy. After all the millions that had 
been expendedduring the last fifteen years 
the relative strength of England in the 
naval world was not better; on the 
contrary, it was less than it was when 
the first naval programme was intro- 
duced. Then the military Powers of the 
Continent did not possess fleets, and their 
power of naval construction was very 
limited. England challenged the world 
with reference to the command of the 


‘seas, and the world had answered her,,. 
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with the result that she had now lost| and the “ London” and others would 


that command, and had lost it for ever. 
No amount of money would enable 


England to dominate the world, because | 
the world would not allow itself to be | 
| question, because it must be apparent to 
‘anyone from what the French = sub- 


*Mr. MAJENDIE (Portsmouth) said | 


dominated. 


that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Antrim had brought 
up once more the question of the Medi- 
terranean Fleet. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present—— 


*Mr. MAJENDIE (continuing) said that 
with reference to the recent scare the 
country did not appear to realise that 


the annual manoeuvres were now being | 


carried out by the French fleet in the 
Mediterranean, and that every sea-going 
battleship of the French Northern Fleet 


had been brought down to the Medi- | 


terranean. Looking at the position 
fairly and squarely, it would be found 
that the most France and Russia—pro- 
vided the Russian Fleet was allowed 
to pass through the Dardanelles—-could 
do was to oppose sixteen ships against 
eleven ships of the English Navy, as- 
suming that the magnificent Channel 
Fleet was not allowed to combine with 
the Mediterranean Fleet. The French 


ships in the Mediterranean were some of | 


them laid down in the seventies, and 


although they had been since recon- | 
structed they were much smaller than | 


the * Roval Sovereign ”’ class. He ad- 
mitted that we were short of armoured 
cruisers in the Mediterranean, and that 
we had only two first class cruisers 
and not a single 


moment. He pointed out that the six 


battleships sent to Japan had proved 


that the private yards of England were 


capable of turning out some of the | 


finest battleships of the world. He 


regretted that those ships were allowed | 
to go away from this country at a moment | 
when we were so short of battleships, but | 
at the same time he had such absolute | 


confidence in the promise of his hon. 
friend the Secretary to the Admiralty 
that he felt sure that the “ Implacable ” 


armoured cruiser | 
in the Mediterranean at the present | 


/soon be able to relieve the ships in the 
| Mediterranean. 


Another question to 
which he would draw attention was that 
of submarine boats. It was a very serious 


marines have done lately that for a battle- 
ship to blockade a port was impossible. 


| When they read in The Times that a 


submarine boat had been able to go 
under the whole of the French squadron 


and torpedo one of the best French battle- 
ships of that squadron it must make the 


Admiralty tremble, and he was delighted 
to hear that they meant to builda number 
of these boats. With regard to second 
and third-class cruisers, he did not think 
they were efficient in point of speed. 
This country had been content hitherto 
with cruisers of a speed of twenty knots, 
but having regard to the fact that other 
nations had now built a much faster 
type. he contended that the Admiralty 
should endeavour to increase their 
efficiency by building a class of boats with 
a greater speed than twenty knots. He 
thought that the blockade of a port would 
be more effectively carried out by fast 
cruisers than by heavy battleships. But 
from the confidence he had in the Admui- 
ralty, and the way they were now carry- 
ing on these works, and the promise 
which his hon. friend the Secretary to 
the Admiralty had conveyed to the Com- 
mittee this evening, he thought there was 
no reason to doubt that we should always 
remain masters of the sea. 


Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.) said it 
had been admitted that in spite of the 
money expended upon it the Navy was 
almost in as rotten a condition as the 
Army was just before the war in South 
Africa. It was short of cruisers and 
short of battleships, and, asthe Committee 
had been informed, if the Russian fleet 
came through the Dardanelles (and it 
would come whenever there was any 
necessity for its doing so) and joined the 
French fleet, the combined forces would 
greatly outnumber our Fleet. The Com- 
mittee was now asked to vote a sum of 
£31,000,000 for the Navy. He would like 
to know what had become of the enor- 
mous sums which had been voted in 
recent years, when at the end of all this 


/enormous and wasteful expenditure the 
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supporters of the Government admitted] ships were given a severe test in ver 
g Vv 


that they were short of battleships and 
cruisers. It had been proved by the 
hon. Member for Gateshead that the 


boilers in most of our ships were useless | 


for all practical purposes, and that in 
vessels which cost millions of money 
this class of boilers was put in. Argu- 
ment had been offered to show that the 
arming of cruisers was entirely defective, 
that our cruisers were armed with 


weapons almost as useless as those which | 


this country sent out to South Africa 
at the commencement of the war. In 


comparison with the cruisers of other | 
nations the cruisers of this country were | 


armed with absolute pop-guns. If this 


was so, or if we used _ boilers 


hon. Member for Gateshead, he wondered 
where this country would be when it 


came. to a struggle with a Continental | 


nation. Directly water-tube boilers were 
put into our ships and tested, the result 
was daily explosions, to the risk of the 
lives and limbs of the men. 
plosion on the ‘“ Diadem”’ was an in- 
stance of that, and was in itself an ample 
justification for the way in which the 
hon. Member for Gateshead had attacked 
the Navy in this regard. 

Then, he would like to know how 
the ships were designed. 
been lavished on the royal yacht, 
which he believed had been designed by 
the present Naval Constructor to the 
Admiralty ; but when that vessel was 
tested it was found that it could not 
stand upright in a rough sea. The very 
vessels upon which this country staked 
its existence could not steam up to the 
limit of speed for which they were de- 
signed. 
to the kind of boilers put into them they 
required 30 or 40 per cent. more men 
than were required for similar positions 
in foreign navies. These were matters 
which should be explained by the 
Secretary to the Admiralty. The hon. 
Gentleman had been, before hispromotion, 
one of the strongest critics of the Govern- 
ment on this matter ; he had now ceased 


to become a critic, and had since his | 


elevation to a seat on the Treasury Bench 
become like the bee which, having lit 


upon a flower, had ceased to hum. Some | 


explanation should be given of all these 
matters. 
Mr. Tully. 


which | 
could not steam, as was proved by the 


The ex- | 


Money had | 


They were unreliable, and owing | 


He believed that if these war- | 


rough weather they would all be like the 
new royal yacht, and could not be de- 
pended upon for a moment. He had 
no personal interest either way ; whether 
the Navy was good or bad affected him 
| very little, and he had only taken this 
opportunity of pointing out the defects 
of it in the same way as he had taken 
an opportunity at the commencement 
of the war in the Transvaal to point out 
the badness of the powder and the in- 
feriority of the guns supplied then. It was 
very important that it should be known 
by the country that they were depending 
upon a Navy which, when inquiry was 
made into the matter, proved to be as 
unreliable, as the War Office had proved 
itself to be at the commencement of the 
Transvaal War. The Committee was 
also entitled to have some information 
from the Secretary to the Admiralty as 
to what the Admiralty were going to do 
in the way of submarine vessels. He 
supposed the Admiralty was doing some- 
thing, but they had maintained an 
attitude of mysterious silence upon that 
matter. Such a policy was not fair to 
the House, though, so far as foreign 
nations were concerned, he had _ no 
doubt they were quite as well informed 
as to what the Admiralty were 
doing as was the Admiralty itself. The 
hon. Member opposite had pointed out 
that in the recent French experiments 
with submarine ships it had been proved 
that a battleship was practically helpless 
against their attack. The hon. Member 
said that such a thing was calculated to 
make the British people tremble. That 
was no doubt the case, and he hoped 
that when that trembling fit had pro- 
ceeded a little further they would be less 
bellicose and more disposed to live at 
peace with their neighbours, and to give 
to Ireland that independence she had 
claimed so long. 

He protested against this Vote on 
another ground. No explanation had 
been forthcoming as to how the money 
voted in previous years had been disposed 
of. The hon. Member for North Ros- 
common had pointed out that the ship- 
building programme was started sixteen 
years ago for the purpose of obtaining 
supreme command of the sea. That 
programme, instead of having that 
effect, had only succeeded in making 
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other nations build in rivalry to the 
British. He thought that the whole 
matter ought to be investigated by an 
honest Committee, which ought to have 
power to inquire into the proceedings of 
the Admiralty, but no doubt it would be 
useless to appoint a Committee to deal 
with such a scandal. All this enormous 
expenditure was not swallowed up in 
construction ; he was afraid that some 
of it had stuck to the palms of those 
who were supposed to spend it. There 
had been no real efficiency in the Navy 
for years. It was the practice to keep 
the fleet in the home ports during the 
greater part of the year ; they were only 
sent out to sea for the autumn 
manoeuvres, at a time when no really 
heavy weather could be expected—with 
the result, as he had been told, that it 
was one of the laughing matters on 
the boats running from Holyhead and 
Kingstown that the sailors of the Navy 
could not go out without getting 
sea-sick. The French adopted an alto- 
gether different policy. They kept their 
vessels at sea in all weathers and at all 
seasons of the year, with the result that 
their men became practical seamen. 
England would do well to dispense with 
the service of statesmen of the stamp of 
the Colonial Secretary, lest, through 
indiscretions of the tongue, this country 
should be landed into a naval struggle 
with France or Germany, when the 
weaknesses of her Navy would be re- 
vealed. Of the money asked for in the 
present Estimates, Ireland would have 
to pay £2,500,000, although her trade 
was only £11,000,000. 

THe DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : T called 
another hon. Member to order for pur- 
suing the line of argument the hon. 
Member is now pursuing. I must, there- 
fore, ask the hon. Member to make his 
remarks more strictly relevant to the 
Vote. 

Mr. TULLY thought that, in discuss- 
ing the Vote, he was entitled to complain 
that Ireland did not get value for its 
contribution. He thought the point 
ruled out of order in the case of the 
hon. Member for North Roscommon was 
with regard to the contribution from 
the colonies. | 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : What I 


Supply— 


directed the attention of the hon. Member . 


{5 Juty 1901} 
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for North Roscommon to, and what I 
direct the hon. Member’s attention to 
now is the impropriety, when dis- 
cussing the Construction Vote, of 
dwelling on the exact contribution made 
by Ireland. That is a question of finan- 
cial relations, not of the construction of 
vessels. 


Mr. TULLY said that no doubt under 
any circumstances Ireland would require 
naval protection for various purposes, 
but his contention was that, admitting 
that necessity, Canada and Australia, 
who also obtained naval protection, 
should contribute towards the cost as 
well as Ireland. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S8.E.) complained 
that practically the whole of the money 
for repairs and shipbuilding was spent 
in England or Scotland, to the absolute 
exclusion of Ireland. If there were no 
dockyards in Ireland capable of doing the 
work he would not complain, but there 
was not a single item of work which 
could not be done just as well in Ireland 
as in England. In fact, some of the 
Irish dockyards were completing work 
for the mercantile marine equal to any 
in the world, and certainly merchants 
were not more careless than the Admi- 
ralty as to the quality of the work done 
for them. The bogey of the superiority 
of the work done in Admiralty dockyards 
had been exploded by the revelations in 
regard to the royal yacht. Why was 
it that not a penny of all this money was 
spent in Ireland? Was it possible that 
that country was useful only for supply- 
ing men for the British war and money 
for the building of ships for the Navy ! 
Or was it because there were English 
syndicates which had more influence in 
the House of Commons than could be 
exercised by the Irish members? Ire- 
land had a solid grievance in this matter. 
It was very unfair that, although she 
contributed more than her proper share 
of the taxation, she received no share at 
all in the expenditure. This was a 
matter which struck at the very existence 
of many of the people in the constitu- 
ency he had the honour to represent. 


Tue DEPUTY-CHAIRMAN : I must 
ask the hon. Member to confine his 
remarks to the question of construction. 
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Mr. CREAN contended that that was 
the question with which he was dealing. 
He was asking why a portion of this 
money was not expended in Ireland! To 
be a proper repairing port, a port must 
be a constructing port, and with that in 
view he desired to prove why a portion 
of this money should go to Cork. 
trading vessels by stress of weather or 
otherwise were injured in their voyage 
trom a foreign port, they could not get 
sufficient men in Cork to do the repairs 
in time. 
had to be towed, at a cost of hundreds of 
pounds, across to Liverpool in order that 
the work might be executed. If, how- 
ever, the Admiralty would send a portion 
of the work under this Vote to Cork, a 
sufficient number of men could be kept 
in employment, so that when a vessel 
was disabled she could be immediately 
repaired. Such a course would be to 
the advantage of the English shipowner 
and of the merchant whose cargo was 
involved —— 


Supply— 


l'HeE DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order, 
order! This Vote has no relation what- 
ever to the mercantile marine. I must 
ask the hon. Member to confine his re- 
marks to the Vote. 


Mr. CREAN thought he was con- 
fining his remarks to the Vote—— 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 


ask the hon. Member to obey my ruling. 


Mr. CREAN argued that he had a 
right to give reasons why the Admiralty 
should send a portion of the work to be 
executed under this Vote to Cork. 
England did not pay the whole of the 
money, and therefore was not entitled 
to have the whole of the work. It was 
unfair to tax the Irish people to pay for 
this work, and yet give them no oppor- 
tunity of executing a portion of it, seeing 
that they were perfectly capable of doing 
it. There was not a dockyard in England 
in which many of the best workmen 
were not Irish. He himself had no 
direct interest in the work, but many of 
his constituents were being driven out of 
the country of their birth through in- 
ability to obtain employment. If a por- 
tion of this work went to Ireland they 


{COMMONS} 


When | 


Consequently, disabled vessels , 


would be able to remain on the old sod, 
{ 


The Deputy Chairman. 


Navy Estimates. 1072 
and therefore he protested against the 
unfairness of the present practice. 


Mr. GILBERT PARKER (Gravesend) 
said that references had been made in 
the course of the debate to the colonies 
and their duty in the matter of con- 
tributing towards the naval defence of 
the Empire. He hoped, therefore, he 
might be permitted to express, with 
diftidence, and yet with a certain know- 
ledge of the colonies, some views which, 
perhaps, were not in all respects entirely 
his own, but which he thought it his 


' duty to lay before the Committee. While 


the broad question of the defences of the 
“mpire had been discussed in the British 
Parliament, it had also been considered 
in the legislative assemblies of several of 
the colonies. There were statesmen, 
as there was a public, throughout the 
Empire who could not always agree 
with the propositions laid before the 
House of Commons. For instance, it was 
said that the colonies should contribute 
towards the defences of the Empire. 
They did so contribute ; but to what 
extent ? 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 
order! I must direct the hon. Member's 
attention to the fact that the Vote before 
the Committee has reference only to the 
construction of naval vessels, and he 
must confine his remarks to that subject. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid), 
rising to a point of order, said that on 
this Vote last year the Member for Dun- 
dee made some pertinent remarks with 
regard to the contribution of the colonies, 
and was not ruled out of order. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.), on a further 
point of order, directed the attention of 
the Chairman to the fact that there was 
a footnote to the Estimate stating that 
Cape Colony contributed £30,000 a year 
towards the expenses of the Navy. 
Members of the Committee would re- 
member that that £30,000 a year was paid 
in lieu of a pledge given by a Minister to 
construct an ironclad for the British 
Navy. Therefore, it was a direct con- 
tribution towards the Vote. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: That 
was not the point raised by the hon. 
Member. 
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Mr. GILBERT PARKER (continuing) 


said the question had been rasied of 
whether the colonies should contribute 
at all, and there must necessarily be in 
the minds of those interested in the 
question some idea as to the manner in 
which the contribution should be made. 
Presumably it was to be by money. If so, 
in what proportion? The question of 
proportion surely must come in. Possibly 
the colonies might be expected to con- 
tribute in proportion to their population. 
But was it not the case that the Navy 
was primarily for the purpose, not alone 
of the defence of the borders of the Em- 
pire, but of the protection of commerce ? 
Leaving commerce out of consideration, 
of what use was the Navy? As the 
colonies had grown, commerce had 
grown, but the commerce had preceded 
the colonies. With the growth of the 
colonies there had been, not only in the 
colonies, but throughout the world, a 
growth of English trade. Therefore, 
if primarily the Navy was for the defence 
of commerce, for opening up and _ pro- 
tecting the avenues of English com- 
merce throughout the world, it appeared 
to him that if the colonies were to con- 
tribute at all to the defences of the 
Empire it should be upon the basis of 
their share in the world’s commerce. 


THe DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : Order, 
order! I have asked other hon. Mem- 
bers not to raise the question of the 
financial contributions to the Navy by 
different parts of the Empire, and I must 
really ask the hon. Member to confine his 
remarks to the Vote before the Com- 
mittee. If he can bring his remarks into 
relation with the question of construc- 
tion he will be in order. 


Mr. CALDWELL pointed out that 
there was a contribution by the colonies 
under this Vote. Surely it was com- 
petent to argue that that contribution 
should be enlarged. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES ealled the 
attention of the Chairman to the fact 
that on page 97 there was an appropria- 
tion in aid in respect of a contribution 
made by the Australian Colonies, by 
New Zealand, and by India. Would not 
that bring the remarks of the hon. Mem- 
ber into order ? 


{5 Juty 1901} 
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Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN : I under- 
stand that appropriations in aid are not 
ordinarily discussed on this Vote. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES asked whether 
the Chairman ruled that the appropria- 
tions in aid could not be discussed. If 
that was the view of the Chairman, he 
should like to have it formally ruled. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I must 
persist in my ruling that the general 
question of the financial relations of the 
colonies is inappropriate to this Vote. 
The discussion must be confined to the 
question of construction. 


Mr. DILLON : Last session the Chair- 
man of Committees allowed a long dis- 
cussion on this question, in which my 


hon. friend the late Secretary to the 
Admiralty took a prominent part. 
Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I eall 


upon the hon. Member for Gravesend 
to resume his speech. 


Mr. GILBERT PARKER said the 
colonies might be expected to contribute 
in proportion to their population, but he 
thought the juster view was that the 
colonies should contribute to the defence 


‘of the Empire on the basis of their share 
I 


in the world’s commerce. The colonies, 
it must be remembered, already made 
some contribution towards the defence 
of the Empire in the matter of garrisons 
and maritime stations. In addition to 
the proportion of population, the relative 
wealth of the colonies and of the United 
Kingdom must be considered, and also 
the fact that the colonies were bearing the 
initial expenditure of building up new 
institutions, of making the plant of 
Government silministraion Public 
opinion inthe colonies at the present time, 
he believed, was not prepared to take into 
consideration a practical contribution 
towards the defence of the Empire— 
[Ministerial cries of ‘Why not?” j 
—because they had all they could do 
at present to look after their own military 
defence, and they had the extraordinary 
expenses attaching to the development 
of new countries. He thought that the 
colonies were not prepared to put their 
hands in their pockets for contributions 
towards the defence of the British Empire 
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unless they had some form of representa- | 


tion in some council of the Empire, such 
as a Committee of Defence, or that House, 
He thought, however, that they did not 
desire the latter. 


Tue DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The 
hon. Member cannot discuss the general 
relationship of the United Kingdom 
under this Vote. 


Mr. GILBERT PARKER said _ he 
would conclude by repeating the words 
of Sir Wilfrid Laurier: “ If you desire 
us to share your responsibilities you must 
call us to your councils.” 


*Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 
said he understood that the Admiralty 
had been asking private firms to tender for 
duplicate ships. After obtaining those 
tenders they had placed the orders for 
single vessels with Clyde firms, while 
the orders for the duplicate vessels had 
been placed inother partsof the kingdom, 
notwithstanding the fact that the rates 
were higher and the period for delivery 
longer. They had just listened to com- 
plaints of delay in regard to contractors, 
and he thought the Committee ought to 
know that the contracts for certain 
ships placed on the Tyne and elsewhere 
could have been obtained for consider- 
ably less expense and within a shorter 
time if they had been given as duplicate 
orders on the Clyde. It might be argued 
that it was advisable to distribute the 
work in different parts ot the country. 
It should be remembered, however, that 
Scotland did not share in the expenditure 
at the Government dockyards, and he 
thought Seotch contractors for Admi- 
ralty work ought to have their tenders 
accepted when they were able to deliver 
quicker and upon lower terms than the 
firms south of the Tweed. While the 
Admiralty had no objection to publish 
contract prices for minor articles, they 
steadfastly refused to make known the 
amounts at which they contracted for 
vessels placed in different shipyards ; 
in fairness to the contractors and ship- 
builders who competed, nothing ought 
to be hidden, and it ought to be made 
known at what price the contracts were 
entered upon in order to show that there 
had been no favouritism. There was an 
item in the Vote for inspection, but in 


Mr. Gilbert Parker. 


{COMMONS} 


Navy Estimates. 1076 


his opinion the inspection was exceedingly 
antiquated and unsatisfactory. The 
private shipbuilder had to submit a 
detailed specification to the Admiralty, 
and he was often kept an indefinite and 
almost unreasonable time before his 
specification was returned. This practice, 
so far from encouraging private ship- 
builders to compete for Admiralty work, 
would have the opposite effect. He 
had every reason to hope that under the 


new Admiralty administration these 
things would be managed better. He 


urged upon the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty to see that private contractors 
were not kept waiting for their specifica- 
tions, and in the interest of commercial 
morality the Government ought to be 
above board and above suspicion by 
publishing the contract prices at which 
they placed the work, and then the public 
would be able to judge whether orders 
had been placed in certain places for 
political considerations or for the exi- 
gencies of the Service. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: In reply 
to the hon. Member who has just sat 
down, | may say that the Committee 
which is now sitting is dealing with the 
subject of the shipbuilders on the Clyde. 
That Committee is inquiring into those 
very matters which the hon. Member 
has complained of, and the alleged delay 
which is said to have taken place in 
regard to the returning of the specifica 
tions of private firms. I feel sure that 
he will find when the inquiry is over 
that the delay has been a great deal less 
than he imagines. But, whether that 
be so or not, | undertake to say that the 
most searching inquiry is being made by 
the representatives of the Admiralty. 1 
have a good many important questions 
to answer, and I will not take longer in 
answering them than is absolutely 
necessary. The hon. Member for Dundee 
asked me a very pertinent question with 
regard to the approximate cost of battle- 
ships. In reply I may say that the 
approximate cost of battleships will be 
£1,300,000, and that of the cruisers will 
be about the same as that of the cruisers 
of a similar class—namely, £700,000. I 
have been asked to give some particulars 
in regard to the colonial contributions. 
There are two accounts in this Estimate. 
One refers to an undertaking on the 
i 
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part of the Admiralty to repay the sum | 
spent under the agreement with the 
Australian colonies, and that sum was to 
be paid back in annual instalments over 
a period of years. That period has now 
expired, and consequently that sum will 
not appear in the Estimates at all. The 
other sum does appear, because it is a 

contribution under an agreement made 

with the Australian colonies towards the 
upkeeping of the ships on the Australian 

station. That agreement was to last 

for a number of years which has now 

expired, and it was to terminate by two 

years notice on either side. Notice has 

not been given, and the arrangement is 

still being made by virtue of that agree- 

ment with the colonies. With regard 

to colonial contributions, I am quite as 

anxious as the hon. Member for Graves- 

end that our great colonies should not 

be driven in this matter. I am perhaps 

more sanguine than he as to the 
possibility of those colonies being pre- 

pared to contribute as liberally in the 

way of maritime assistance as they have 

done in the way of military assistance. 

There are much stronger reasons why 

they should contribute to the cost of the 

Navy in proportion to the benefit which 

they received from it. 

The hon. and learned Member for 

Dundee asked me a question about the 

enforcement of the penalty clauses in 

Admiralty contracts. This has been 

rather a vexed and difficult question for 

some time. Naturally, I have been 

taking a great deal of advice upon it, 

and the preponderance of counsel which 

I have received up to the present does 

not lead me to the same conclusion as 

that which my hon. and learned friend 

has arrived at. On the contrary, I have 

been told, almost without exception, by 

those engaged in large shipbuilding 

businesses outside the Admiralty, that 

those who gave the contracts did not 

think of enforcing the penalties. They 

did their best to deal with reliable firms, 

and unless there was absolute neglect or 

the equivalent of fraud they did not 

exact the penalty, preferring to rely on 

the character of the men they were deal- 

ng with and their desire to retain their 

urders. As to the new contract, if my 

hon. friend moves for it, it shall be laid 

mthe Table. My right hon. friend who 


nterrupted me earlier appears to imagine 
| 


is 
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that in trying to illustrate my theme I 
am animadverting upon the action of 
the Board with which he has been so 
honourably connected. That is not the 
case. I was enumerating the causes 
which had contributed to delay in the 
past, and giving information which led 
me to the belief that some of these would 
be eliminated in the future. Among 
those causes he mentioned guns, and 
said there had been delay in their de- 
livery, as there has been, though, as a 
matter of fact, they do not affect the 
delay arising from other causes. There 
are several instances—the ‘* Formidable,” 
‘ Trresistible,”’ ‘* Implacable,” and other 
ships were delayed not altogether by 
reason of their guns. It is_ possible 
that if the ships had been completed at 
an earlier date the guns might have 
been hurried on. The gun mountings 
have frequently and very seriously 
delayed completion, and they are very 
complicated in mechanism. Now, how- 
ever, the Admiralty have, I think, secured 
a pattern which can be produced without 
difficulty, and the absence of which will 
not delay the delivery of the ship. My 
right hon. friend suggests that I have: 
blamed the Admiralty for the delay in 
shipbuilding which has taken place, but 
I have done nothing of the kind. If J 
were to give expression to my opinion, | 
would say the Admiralty are much less 
to blame than the public have been led 
to suppose. Inquiries will show their 
freedom from that responsibility. 

There are matters in which the pro- 
cedure of the Admiralty has been im- 
proved, but I certainly would be the last 
to make the suggestion that the unfortu- 
nate delays, of the occurrence of which 
there has been ample evidence, are prin- 
cipally or primarily due to the Admiralty. 
I have had many letters from manutfac- 
turers, and in not one of them is there a 





suggestion that the non - delivery of 
armour is due to the Admiralty. What 


happened is this. During the course of 
the contract period the whole character of 
the armour was altered, because when 
new discoveries are made the Admiralty 
adopt them,and would have been to blame 
had they not done so. It has been said 
that foreign ships, and Japanese ships 
especially, have been built with greater 
celerity than our own. This is not alto- 
gether the fact, for there have been a great 
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many ships, and some Japanese ships, 
produced more slowly than ours. A 
comparison has been made _ between 
ships for our Navy and foreign ships 
built in British yards, but an examina- 
tion of the history of those ships will show 
that the circumstances were peculiar. 
The British vessels were delayed by an 
unfortunate bankruptcy on the part of 
a maker of the machinery, but another 
and more general cause ought to be 
noticed. The hon. Member for Cardiff 
said that the Admiralty had been blamed 
for failure to distribute the armour, and 
here in the past there has been a serious 
difficulty. When the supply did not 
equal the demand the British Admiralty 
had to go into the market and could not 
find all they needed, and the difficulty 
was greater with ten ships under con- 
struction than when efforts could be 
concentrated on finding the supply for 
a single ship. If there is only armour 
for nine ships and you require it for ten 
ships, it must go to the nine ships which 
require it most earnestly, and the tenth 
must be left out. That is not the case 
with a single firm building one ship only, 
for such a firm could concentrate all its 
efforts upon that one single ship. I 
honestly believe that when the deliveries 
of armour come to hand more rapidly 
this difficulty will be removed. [AN 
Hon. Member: Why not increase the 
number of contractors ?| I should be 
the first to enlarge as far as possible the 
number who contract for armour with 
the Admiralty. That is our most 
earnest desire. I think that the hon. 
Member who has referred to the more 
rapid construction of certain foreign ships 
will also find that there is a great deal to 
be said to explain the circumstance, and 
to show that we ought not to be altogether 
dissatisfied with the results which we 
have achieved. 

The hon. Member for Gateshead made 
an interesting speech, with some parts of 
which I agreed, and with some of which I 
was not quite able to agree. He spoke of 
one subject which is rather near to my 
heart, and that is the armaments of the 
ships. That is an important matter, 
and I think the programme I have 
attempted to describe to-night shows that 
the Admiralty is of the same opinion 


as the hon. Member for Gateshead, but I | 


do not think that the illustration he 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 
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| gave was conclusive. 
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It is impossible to 
estimate the value of a ship’s broadside 
in the way he indicated. 


Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN: What else 


is there ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : There is 
a great deal more. I take ships of the 
* Australia ” class and ships of the “ Dia- 
dem ” class, although I do not think the 
‘* Diadem ” is the best example of her 
class. There is the question of the pro- 
tection of the guns. The weight of the 
shield necessary to protect a Gin. gun is 
practically equal to the weight of the 
gun. An unprotected gun will be 
swiftly destroyed and thrown out of 
action the moment the ship commences 
to fire. A protected gun is the only one 
you can take on a modern cruiser. The 
number of rounds of ammunition has 
also to be calculated in the weight, and, 
though I desire most earnestly that the 
object the hon. Gentleman has at heart 
will be in the minds of the Admiralty 
constructors, [ do not quite accept the 
methods by which he has commended it 
to the House. In one particular ship 
which he mentioned—namely, the * Ara- 
gon —the armament, I think, might 
with advantage be strengthened. Ships of 
that class would be enormously improved 





if they were provided with Gin. guns, and 


we hope at some not distant date to be 
able to replace the 4:7in. guns by Gin. 
guns. 

The right hon. Baronet the Member 
for Forest of Dean spoke of the smallness 
of our programme. That I know, 
a criticism to which we are exposed. | 
ask the Committee whether that is an 
altogether fair criticism. We are con- 
fronted with a state of things which 
necessitates our spending £5,000,000 
on construction alone, and there are 
limits even to the manufacturing power 
of this country in any one year. We 
are making the largest expenditure on 
our new programme that this country 
has ever incurred since it has had a Navy, 
and if it so be that we are unable to couple 
with the completion of ships already 
in preparation the commencement of new 
ships. that is our misfortune, but I do 
not think it is altogether our fault. The 
'hon. Member for the Shipley Division 
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not so competent to answer as my chief, 
but | can answer to some extent. He 
asked, What is the general policy of the 
Admiralty to shipbuilding?) Our 
policy is one from which we have had no 
reason to depart, and I do not believe we 
are departing from it. We have received 
definite instructions from this House not 
to allow the standard strength of the 
Navy of this country to fall below that 
if the two Powers which rank next to 
is in naval construction. We have 
iecepted that standard. Whether it is 
deally a perfect standard is a matter for 
Parliament to determine, but we have 
no reason to doubt that we have main- 
tained that standard. We have every 
reason to hope that we shall maintain 
that standard. I do not conceal from 
the Committee that it will require as 
strenuous efforts in the future as we 
have expended in the past if all we hear 
of the efforts of other nations be true. I 
know that we are clear as to our duty, 
and [ think we are pretty clear that we 
are performing it. I do not know 
whether the Committee realise the mag- 
nitude and the value of what has been 
placed in the water during the la t two 
months. I think if hon. Members would 
look a little more carefully into what the 
Admiralty are actually doing in our own 
Fleet they would be alittle more reassured, 
ind have a little more confidence that we 
are trving to do something to make the 
country sate. 

I would also point out that besides the 
question of construction there is the 
question of personnel. Our Fleet has a 
larger personnel than any fleet in the 
world, and it can only be increased 
efectively on the present basis by 
degrees, and it would be perfectly idle to 


as 


struction of ships until you are able to 
make a corresponding addition to the 
personnel. That will take time. We 
have done more than any other nation 
to increase the number of the personnel, 
and I do not think it can be accelerated 
with any very large advantage to the 
country at the present time. I would 
say in conclusion that I do not regard a 
debate of this kind as one in which there 
s ranged a hostile force on one side and a 
logged Department on the other. 
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asked a very fair question which I am | 


make any heroic addition to the con- | 


I { 
believe there is much suggestion of value | be considered by the House, because it 
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in debates like this when those who take 
part are students of the subject under 
discussion. I confess that I am surprised 
that I should have been accused by the 
hon. Member for Cardiff of giving a 
couleur de rose description of everything 
connected with the Navy, and also that I 
have been responsible for disclosing the 
deficiencies of the British Navy. These 
are the vicissitudes of public life, and I 
must submit to the disadvantages which 
are inseparable from the situation. The 
submarines are progressing with all the 
rapidity we can expect, and as soon as 
they are completed we shall make experi- 
ments which will enable us to ascertain 
their value. 


Mr. CREAN asked the hon. Gentle- 
man to reply to his representation in 
regard to naval work f{ r Irish shipyards. 


Mr. ARNOLD- FORSTER: I have 
very frequently given explanations to 
hon. Members with reference to the 
policy of the Admiralty in regard to 
shipbuilding work in the United King- 
dom. If the hon. Member desires 
further information, I can only say that 
it is our policy to allow every firm capable 
of doing the work to tender for that work. 
The hon. Member mentioned the case 
of Belfast, and I am glad that he paid a 
tribute to that industrial centre. 


[Mr. J. W. Lowrner (Cumberland, Pen- 
rith) in the Chair. } 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire. 
W.R., Barnsley) said the Financial Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty had not replied to 
the questions raised in regard to the 
boilers which had been fitted in the ships 
of the British Navy. The Boilers Com- 
mittee recommended that Belleville 
boilers should not be fitted in ships whose 
construction was not too far advanced. 
There were eight ships which had not 
arrived at that stage, but so far as four of 
these were concerned the instruction had 
been absolutely disregarded. The Belle- 
ville boilers had been declared by the 
Committee to be unreliable and ineffi- 
cient, and yet four out of the eight ships 
which were not too far advanced were to 
be fitted with that type of boilers, This 
question was second to none that could 
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was of vital importance to the safe- | 


guarding of the whole of the Empire. 


He understood that certain trials were | 


to be made with the Babcock and Wilcox 
water-tube boilers. They knew that 
these boilers had been placed in certain 
vessels in the mercantile marine service. 
that they had been found on prolonged 
trial to be absolutely inefficient, and that 
they had been withdrawn. This was a 
question which ought not to be shirked, 
but should be considered with 
courage that distinguished our fore- 
fathers. The Committee reported that 
the Belleville boilers were unreliable and 
inefficient. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Boilers 
Committee said nothing in the least 
resembling what the hon. Member has 
stated. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: I should 
be glad to know what the Committee did 
advise. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: If the hon. 


Member does not know what the Com- 
mittee recommended, it is a pity that he 
should put words into their mouths. 


Mr. JOSEPH WALTON said that, 
though he was not an expert, he would 
ask as a practical business man that not 
only the Belleville boilers but the Babcock 
and Wilcox boilers, and every other type 
ot water-tube boilers, should, before 
being adopted by the British Admiralty, 
be subjected to such continuous and pro- 
longed tests as would demonstrate once 
for all their efficiency and reliability, or 
otherwise, and that, pending a settlement 
in favour of water-tube boilers, the 
Admiralty should stick to the somewhat 
slow but sure old cylindrical boilers, 
which, at any rate, would not break down 
at the time of sudden strain and leave 
warships out of calculation in the fighting 
force for the defence of the Empire. The 
Germans had decided that they must no 
longer depend solely on  water-tube 
boilers. 
alongside of the water-tube boilers, so 
that if the latter broke down the ships 
would not be rendered incapable of 
movement. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR suggested that 
the Vote should now be taken. [Cries 
of “ No.” 

Mr. Joseph Walton. 


{COMMONS} 


the | 


A certain number of cylindrical | 
boilers were to be placed in their ships | 
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Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.) said he 
/would remind his Irish friends on the 
opposite side that Government work 
could not be given to shipbuilding com. 
panies unless they had the necessary 





dockyards and equipment for carrying 
out the work. There were few places 
in Ireland where it could be done. It 
could be done at Belfast. Reference had 
been made to the fact that the penalty 
clauses in the contracts for Government 
work were not enforced, and that ship: 
were delayed. There were a great many 
reasons why in many instances it was 
impossible to carry out the work within 
the contract time. For a few years the 
shipyards had been so excessively busy 
that it was impossible to get men to 
carry out the work. All the men in the 
country for two or three years were fully 
occupied. In many instances work was 
delayed for weeks on account of specifica- 
tions and particulars having to be sub- 
mitted to the Admiralty. The inspectors 
who were sent to the shipyards had no 
initiative of their own. They could 
neither accept nor decline proposals made 
by the builders, and the process of com- 
municating with London on all matters 
involved considerable loss of time. The 
Admiralty had the power of inflicting 
penalties, which power was very seldom, 
if ever, exercised by private firms. At 
any rate, he hardly knew of any case. 
On the other hand, if the Admiralty 
failed to deliver material in time the 
shipbuilder could not take the Admiralty 
into court, for there was a condition in 
the contract that every matter in dispute 
must be left to the Controller of the 
| Navy, so that the Admiralty were prat- 
tically their own judges as to the infliction 
of the penalties. That was a very great 
and a very unusual power, and ought to 
be exercised very charily. He was not 
going to enter into the many questions 
discussed that evening, but as a ship 
builder and an engineer he wished to say 
a few words about boilers. There was 
no doubt that the hon. Member for Gates 
head had been sincere and active in his 
war against the Belleville boiler, and aq 
it had been condemned now by the 
Special Committee the House was t 
'a certain extent indebted to him. Bu 
‘he was not quite sure that all thos4 
‘boilers that had to be substituted foq 
|the Belleville boilers had been suffi 
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ciently tried. All they ought to do 
was to pit one boiler against the 
other, and so discover which was the 
best. The hon. Gentleman the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty had said that 
the circular boilers were to be abandoned, 
and for that he felt sorry. At all events, 
they knew the consumption of coal 
and what speed they could get out of the 
circular boiler. The hon. Gentleman 
said that the amount of water required 
for the circular boiler was three times 
that required for the tubular boiler, but 
he very much doubted if it were very 
much different if both were worked at 
the same pressure. He was very strongly 
of opinion that there should be a certain 
number of circular boilers along with the 
tubular boilers, as the Germans were 
experimenting with, so that if a cruiser 
were lying outside an enemy‘s port, and 
an enemy’s ship were to appear suddenly, 
steam could be got up quickly by means 
of the tubular boilers, and they would 
have the circular boilers to fall back 
upon afterwards. All they could do now 
was to watch with the greatest care the 
results of the working of the new boilers, 
and to hope that in the end they would 
get the very best boiler. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) desired 
to congratulate the hon. Gentleman the 
Secretary to the Admiralty that he had 
not yielded to the pressure brought to 
bear upon him from both sides of the 
House to bring in Supplementary Esti- 
mates. This Vote which they were con- 
sidering was at the root of a great deal of 
national extravagance. They had added 
fourteen and a half millions to this single 
Vote within the last ten or twelve years, 
and yet they had not got a single expres- 
sion of gratitude from the alarmists for 
doing so. There was still the same sort 
of infatuation as to what our Navy 
should be as compared with those of 
foreign Powers. The hon. Member for 
Shipley had told them that new Powers 
were coming to the front with increased 
navies, such as Japan, the United States, 
and Germany ; but he had not told them 
that Turkey, Spain, and Italy had 
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[ 


ceased to compete with us, as he believed | 


they had. He maintained that the main 
difficulty was, as had been proved by the 
criticisms that night, that the Admiralty 
were spending far larger sums of money 
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than they knew how to do wisely. If 
they spent double the amount on double 
the amount of men, they could not get 
sogoodmen. The extraordinary incident 
in connection with the King’s yacht 
proved that there was room for improve- 
ment in the work the Admiralty were 
doing for the Navy, and it was time that 
they should go more slowly, instead of 
wasting the money of the nation and 
creating a panic which had been worked 
up by the Navy League, and other 
amateur strategists. Anyone who spoke 
a word in favour of economy was ridi- 
culed, and he congratulated the Govern 
ment on putting on the brake for a little. 
The hon. Gentleman had been pressed to 
make experiments in regard to sub- 
marine boats. He would preter that to 
additional battleships, for a submarine 
boat might blow up a battleship in a 
moment out of the sea. But when 
everything in regard to inventions was 
shifting so quickly, why should they 
build so extravagantly on old lines? It 
was said that five submarine boats were 
to be built as an experiment. Why five ? 
Why not one or two? That showed how 
extravagantly everything was done. He 
believed that the time was come when 
they ought to abate this Vote. This Vote 
was the darling sin of the nation, and it 
was just the darling sins that they had 
got to correct. There would never be 
any economy unless they began with the 
Navy Estimates. 


Navy Estimates. 


Mr. PENN (Lewisham) said he only 
rose to alleviate the anxiety of the hon. 
Member for Gateshead and the hon. 
Member for Barnsley. They both had 
condemned the water-tube boilers. So 
far as he was personally concerned, he 
was quite content to leave the decision 
of the whole question to the Committee 
appointed by Lord Goschen, which Com- 
mittee was able to deal with it more satis- 
factorily and exhaustively than the House 
of Commons. He was very glad to hear 
that it was possible to introduce in the 
vessels of the Navy two different types 
of boilers, a suggestion he had made two 
years ago. In Germany they had 
adopted that system, and also in the 
American navy; and he trusted that 
the decision of the Committee appointed 
by the late First Lord of the Admiralty 
would be loyally obeyed. 
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Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College) the Navy. He would urge on the 


Green) said he did not intend to follow 
previous speakers as to the methods of 
construction of ships in the Navy. He 
was rather interested in the amount of 
money taken from his country for expen- 
diture on the Navy. The hon. Gentle- 
man had said that he would be very glad 
to assist Irish shipbuilders ; but that was 
an answer which had been given before. 
He maintained that naval shipyards 
should be established at Haulbowline 
and Dublin for the construction of ships 
for His Majesty’s Navy, because the 
people of Ireland had to pay their share 
of the expenses of the Navy. It might 
be argued that it was no part of the duty 
of the Government to set up shipyards, 
but the Admiralty had a shipyard at 
Pembroke, and they had a right to ask 
that shipyards should be established in 
the various countries which contributed 
to the maintenance of the Navy. The 
Lord Lieutenant, addressing a meeting 
recently in Dublin, stated that the agri- 
cultural problem had failed in Ireland, 
and that the only way to revive the pros- 
perity of the country was to restore her 
trade and industries. If the Lord Lieu- 
tenant were sincere there was now a 
opportunity of assisting one Irish in- 
dustry. There was a shipyard in the 
City of Dublin which was once a_pros- 
perous concern, but which was now lying 
idle. Before the hon. Member for East 
Belfast went to that city his idea was to 
establish a shipyard in Dublin, but what 
was Dublin’s loss was Belfast’s gain. 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: I understand the 
hon. Member is suggesting that the 
Government should establish a shipyard 
in Dublin. That ought to be discussed 
on the Works Vote. The hon. Member 
would be in order in arguing that con- 
tracts should be given out in Ireland. 


Mr. NANNETTI said his contention 
was that for the work of construction 
and repairs for the Navy a shipyard 
should be established in Dublin 


*Toe CHAIRMAN: That would come 
under the Works Vote. 
Mr. NANNETTI said he had 


Ireland was treated in connection with 


Secretary to the Admiralty, who repre- 
sented an Irish constituency, as did also 
his predecessor, to consider whether, if 
money could not be expended in Dublin, 
at least the claims of existing shipyards 
in Ireland would be remembered. 


*Sirk JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth) said he merely wished at that 
late hour to ask a few specific questions. 
He had listened to the speech of his hon. 
friend the Secretary to the Admiralty 
with great interest, and the way in which 
his hon. friend put before the Committee 
matters connected with the armaments 
and the general construction of the ships 
to be built was most complete : but in the 


mass of detail which inevitably he had to 


give a few very broad questions had been 
lost sight of. He was not clear at all in 
his own mind to what extent they were 
still in arrear with regard to the ship- 
building programme. He was not at 
that late hour going to discuss com- 
parisons of standards. He accepted the 
s »tement «f the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty that the House had ‘set up a stan- 
dard of equality with two Powers, and 
the whole question now was whether 
the Admiralty were keeping up to 
that standard or not. It was within ten 
days of » year since the then First Lord 
of the Admiralty stated that neither as 
regarded delivery of armour nor of 
machinery had the expectations or 
hopes of the Admiralty been fulfilled, 
and he said that, as to gun-mountings 
and hydraulie machinery, the con- 
tractors had in no _ single _ instance 
been able to keep their time. His hon, 
friend the Civil Lord informed him last 
December that it was expected that all 
the arrears would be overtaken within 
that financial year, and he did not know 
precisely whether that expectation had 
been realised. He wished to know 
whether his hon. friend was able to 
specifically state that the £1,400,000 
which had not been spent, though voted, 
referred to by Mr. Goschen last July, had 
since been spent ; if all the arrears up to 
the 3lst March had been discharged ; 
and if they were now fully abreast, to the 


satisfaction of the Admiralty, of the 


said | 
sufficient to show the neglect with which | 


work that had been estimated for and 
undertaken. He wished to know for 
the information of the Committee and 
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the country how they stood in regard 
to overtaking the arrears; whether 
thev were abreast or not of the current 
work, and whether the Admiralty had 
any difficulty now in getting armour, 
gun mountings, and machinery. 


{5 JuLty 1901} 


eighteen 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: My hon. | 


and gallant friend has put two points. 
One is whether we have caught up the 
arrears in past years. Of course we 
have not. That is to say there are ships 
now being completed which, had there 
been no arrears, would have been com- 
pleted some time ago, and the work 
on those ships is now progressing rapidly 
without any hindrance. Then my hon. 
and gallant friend asks if a considerable 
portion of the money voted has not been 
spent last year. The Dockyard Vote 
was slightly over-expended, and, within 
a few thousands, the contract Vote 
for shipbuilding was also expended. 
In that sense the arrears in the past 
have been overcome, and we have been 
able to achieve the amount of work for 
which we took money in the Estimates. 


Mr. DILLON said it was time that 
something should be said in favour of 
economy, and he would move the reduc- 
tion of the Vote by a million. The Naval 
Estimates showed on the total an in- 
crease of £2,083,000, which mainly arose 
on the Vote before the Committee. 
For a long succession of years he had 
been engaged, with a very few friends, 
in resisting the steady increase of the 
Navy Estimates. He was looking the 
other day at a debate which took place 
in 1897, when he seconded a motion of 
the hon. Member for Northampton in 
favour of reducing the Navy Estimates 
of that year, and he then ventured to 
say that, in spite of the enormous rate 
in the increase of the money spent on 
the Navy, there was not the smallest 
possibility of the gentlemen who en- 
gineered the agitations which brought 
about that increase being satisfied, and 
that even if nine or ten millions were 
added, the gentlemen calling themselves 


the Navy League would not be content, 


but that their appetites would grow on 
what they were fed on. That 
exactly what had happened. When the 
present mad career commenced about 
eight vears ago the Navy Estimates were 
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millions; now they were 
£30,875,000. Did that satisfy the Navy 
League? Why, on the contrary, he 
never remembered more violent language 
than was used at present by experts in- 
side and outside the House, who declared 
that England’s command of the sea was 
gone, that the Mediterranean Fleet was 
helpless, and that, as a matter of fact. 


Navy Estimates. 


England was never in such a weak 
position on the sea as at present. Where 


were they going to stop? A very dis 
tinguished writer, calling himself a 
Liberal, propounded the view recently 
that it was necessary that the Army 
Estimates and the Navy Estimates should 
be inereased to forty millions a year, and 
he was sure that was the very lowest 
that would satisfy the gentlemen who 
engineered agitations in the country. 
He felt it his duty to say that that system 
of wildly increasing the Estimates for the 
Army and the Navy was wicked madness, 
which could only end in inflicting intoler- 
able hardships on the country and in 
promoting the outbreak of war. One 
of the most interesting speeches in the 
debate was the speech of the new Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty. For many years 
he had been listening to the speeches of 
the hon. Gentleman, who always ad- 
dressed the House as an expert in naval 
and military matters, and the hon. 
Gentleman succeeded in convincing him 
that both the Admiralty and the War 
Office were rotten from top to bottom. 
What, therefore, was his astonishment 
to hear the hon. Gentleman deciare that 
the Admiralty was perfect. He was 


‘afraid hon. Members who remained long 


enough in the House would lose their 
virgin innocence and become cynics when 
they saw the extraordinary somersaults 
that were turned by experts, but he 
would be pardoned if he attached some- 


what slight importance to the oration of 


ithe ‘“‘ Dominion ” 


the hon. Gentleman that night, when he 
remembered other orations of his assail- 
ing the Admiralty as a centre of in- 
capacity. He had heard the hon. Gentle- 
man announce, with a great flourish of 
trumpets, that two of the new battleships 
which were to be built were to be called 
and the ‘* Common- 
wealth.’ He expected that the Dominion 
and the Commonwealth were pre- 


| pared to pay for them, but what was his 


astonishment to hear an hon. Member 


2Q 
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who, 
scribed as representing 
that neither 
prepared to contribute 
expense of the Navy. It 


Supply— 


in a certain sense, 


well for Ministers to quote Canadian and 
Australian poets, but he would rather 
see a cash contribution as proof of their 
remarkable 
substantial contribution that 


loyalty. It was very 
the only 
came from the 


colony 
should like to 
money would now be 
Governors warrant 

consent of the 


inquire 


and 


which gained absolutely 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brigg, John 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Campbell, John (Armagh, S.) 
Conaon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dutty, William J. 

F french, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 
Harrington, Timothy 


Acland-Hood,Capt. SirAlex. F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-t Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Balcarres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | 
Balfour,Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour, MajK. R.(Christehu’h | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, ‘Arthar 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander Wm. 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, George M.(Edinburgh | 
Bull, Wm. James 


Mr. Dillon. 





might be de- 
Canada declare 
Canada nor Australia was 
towards 


colonies for the 
came from that despised colony which 
was held up to opprobrium as the rebel 
-he referred to Cape Colony. He 
whether 
taken under the 


Parliament of the colony. 
It was singularly unjust that Ireland, he 


| Dickinson, Robert Edmond 





{COMMONS} 


the 
was all very 


called on to 


Vote by one 


that 
granted for 


Navv Dillon.) 


that 


without the 


nothing from Noes, 203. 
AYES. 


Hayden, Jolin Patrick 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 

Leamy, Edmund 

Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
0’ Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) | 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, ¥.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dewd, John 


NOES. 


3ullard, Sir Harry 
Caldwell, James 
Carlile, Wm. Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire | 


| Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 


| Compton, Lord Alwyne 


Corbett, T. L. (Dewn, North) | 


| Cox,IrwinEdward Bainbridge | 


Craig, Robert Hunter 


| Cranborne, Viscount 
| Crossley, Sir Savil 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale, Sir osephCockfield 


Whereupon Mr. 
his place, and claimed to move, * 
Question be now put ;”’ 
man withheld his assent, 
then to put that Question. 


» Committee divided : 
(Division List No. 


Navy Estimates. 


were 


million. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a reduced sum of £4,306,500 be 
(Mr. 


the said Service.”’— 


Question put. 


316.) 


O'Kelly, C a (Mayo, N.) 

7 Kelly, J. (Roscommon, X. ) 
O'Malley, wittien 

O'Mara, James 


| O'Shaughnessy, P. J 


Power, Patrick Joseph 
teddy, M. 


fedmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


| Redmond, William (Clare) 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


| Sullivan, Donal 


Thompson, DriC(Monagh’n,N 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,Sir W illiam Theodore 
Durning- Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hn. A. de Tatton 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidst’ne 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Fergusson, RtHn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Foster. mg’ WarwickS. W. 
Fuller, J. M. 

Galloway, W illiam Johnson 


| Gordon,Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 


Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore,Hn. G.RCOrmsby-(Salop 


| Gore, Hn. 8. F.Ormsby-(Line) 


Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Gretton, John 
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the Navy, should be compelled to pay 
heavily for it, whereas the colonies, which 
were protected by the Navy, 
pay anything at all. He 
begged to move the reduction of the 


not 


A. J. BALFOUR rose in 
That the 
but the Chair- 
and declined 


Ayes, 32° 
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Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton,Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Mar.ot(Lond’nderry 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hn. Claude George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanley 
Heath,James (Staffords,N. W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, S. W. 
Hobhouse, C. E. H.(Bristol,E. 
Hope. J. F.(SheffieldBrightsid 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, John (Kent, Faversh. 
Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh. ) 
Kenyen,Hn.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James (Lances., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F.( Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants,Fareham 
Legge, Col. Hon. Haneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, FrederickN.S 
Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.(Portsmouth 
Macartney,RtHnW.G. Ellison 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


M‘Calmont, ColH.L.B.(Cambs , 


M‘Crae, George 
Majendie, James A. H. 


_ Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. A. J. BaLrour rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “ That the Question be 
now put ;”’ but the Chairman withheld Noes, 52. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J(Manch’r 
Balfour,Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour,Rt HnGerald W (Leeds 
Balfour,MajKR (Christchurch | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bathurst, Hon. A. Benjamin 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Black, Alexander Wm. 
Bond, Edward 

Brigg, John 
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Manners, Lord Cecil 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, RtHn SirHE(Wigt’n 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, D. J. (Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. | 
Morton,ArthurH.A.(Deptford | 
Morton,Edw.J. C. (Devonport 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham( Bute 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nichol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 

Partington, Oswald 
Pease,Herb. Pike (Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden 
Penn, John 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Randles, John S. 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reed, Sir Edw. Jas. (Cardiff) 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James I’arquharson 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley,HnM. W.(Stalybridge} 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Ropner, Colonel Rebert 


(Question. 


AYES. 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bull, William James 


' Bullard, Sir Harry 

| Caldwell, James 

| Carlile, Wm. Walter 

| Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
| Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbysh. 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 


| Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
| Craig, Robert Hunter 
' Cranborne, Viscount 


Crossley, Sir Savile 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
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Russell, T. W. 

Sackville, Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
Saunderson, Rt.Hn.Col. Edw.J. 
Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


| Smith, AbelH.(Hertford,East) 


Smith, HC( North’mbTyneside 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, RtHnCR. (Northants) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, J A(Gl’’morgan,Gower 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. William Hall 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warde, Col. C. E. 

Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Wason, John C. (Orkney) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


his assent, and declined then to put that 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 196 ; 
(Division List No. 317.) 


Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Dimsdale,SirJoseph Cocktield 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Durning-Lawrence, SirEdwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick Wm. 

Foster, P. S. (Warwick,S. W.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Gordon, HnJ.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
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Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gore, Hn.G. RCOrmsby-(Salop 
Gorst, Rt. Hn.SirJohn Eldon 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Groves, James Grimble 
Hamilton, Rt. HnLordG(Mid’x 
Hamilton, Marqof (Lnd’nderry 
Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Hayne. Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Heath, Arthur Howard(Hanl’y 
Heath,James(Staffords, N. W.) 
Henderson, Alexander 
Higginbottom, 8. W. 
Hobhouse,C. E.H. (Bristol, E.) 
Hope,J.F.(Sheftield, Brightsd. 
Hoult, Joseph 

Howard, J. (Kent, Faversham) 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, Hon. Geo. T.(Denbigh 
Kenyon,James (Lanes., Bury) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lee, ArthurH(Hants.,Fareh’m 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
Levy, Maurice 

Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 5.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lueas,Col. Francis( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Macartney, Rt. Hon. W. G.E. 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. HL. B(Cambs. 


Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) 

Ambrose, Robert 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Burke, E. Haviland- 

Campbell, John (Armagh, §.) 
’ Condon, Thomas J. 

Crean, Eugere 

Cullinan, J. 

Delany, William 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, a 

Dutiy, William J. 

Ffrench, Peter 

Flynn, James Christopher 

Gilhooly, James 

Hammond, John 

Harrington, Timothy 

Hayden, John Patrick 


Adjournment of 


| Murnaghan, George 
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M‘Crae, George 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 


| Maxwell, Rt. HnSirHE(Wigt’n | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milton, Viscount 
Molesworth, Sir Lewis 

Moon, Edw. Robert Pacy 


Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 


Morgan, DavidJ. Walthamst’w 
Morgan,Hn.Fred.(Monm’ thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Hn. Martin Henry F. 
Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) 
Mount, William Arthur 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Norman, Henry 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Partington, Oswald 
Pease, Herb. Pike Darlington 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Penn, John 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Randles, John S. 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
temnant, James Farquharson 
tickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Hn. M. W. (Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. ChasThomson 
Robertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
topner, Colonel Robert 
Russell, T. W. 
NOES. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Joyce, Michael 
Leamy, Edmund 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
Mooney, John J. 


Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. : 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O’Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
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| Sackville, Col. 8S. G. Stopford- 
| Sadler, Col.Samuel Alexander 
| Saunderson, RtHn. Col. Edw.J, 
| Seely, Chas. Hilton (Lincoin) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt.John(Forfarsh.) 
Smith, AbelH.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, HC(North’mb. Tynesie 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Rt. Hn.C. R.(N’th’nts) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Chas. Hedley 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas,J A(Glamorgan,Go’er 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Walker, Col. Wm. Hall 


| Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
| Warde, Col. C. E. 


Warner, Thomas CourtenayT 
Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitley, J. H.:(Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wills, Sir Frederick 

Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse, Rt dn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, JohnE. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reed,SirEdw. James (Cardiff) 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
| Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 


Sullivan, Donal f 
Thompson, Dr. EC(Monag’nN, 
Tully, Jasper 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEFS— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


It being after Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 


Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee to sit again upon 


Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock till Mondayjnest. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (TRAM- 
| WAYS AND STREET WIDENINGS) 


BILL. 
_ A witness ordered to attend the 
Select Committee. 


Monday, 8th July, 1901. 


TOOK THE OATH. 


The Earl of Chichester took the Oath.; LONDON, TILBURY. AND SOUTHEND 
RAILWAY BILL. 


THE EARL OF MUNSTER. A witness ordered to attend the 
Sat first in Parliament after the death | Select Committee. 
at es tether. ECCLES CORPORATION BILL. 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. Reported with Amendments. 

The King’s Answer to the Address of YORKSHIRE ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 

4 Monday last reported by the Lord Reported from the Select Committee 

k Steward (£. Pembroke and Montgomery) | with Amendments. 

"as follows, viz.: I have received your 

: Address praying that I will give orders SHIPLEY IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

> for the fitting-up of the Royal Gallery) (Gommitted. 

. for the trial of John Francis Stanley 

> Earl Russell, indicted for felony, and sTRATFORD-UPON-AVON, TOWCES- 

> that I will appoint a Lord High Steward Live — Le ee 

; » nie sank = = SAST ANTI IST JUNCTION, AN 
w conse daring the ae ea.) AD atubucn aah Seat 

g sly. FORD-UPON-AVON JUNCTION RAIL- 
Ordered that the Clerk of the Parliae WAY COMPANIES BILL. 

ments be authorised to summon such Committed. The Committee to be 

witnesses to attend at the said trial as_ proposed by the Committee of Selection. 

may be desired by the Crown and the said 


echt tWMishecates 


> Earl Russell. METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
8 BILL. 

5 Moved, That the order made on the 
: PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 21st day of March last, ‘‘ That no Private 


Bill brought from the House of Commons 
- hia i! , shall be read a second time after Thurs- 
The Lorp CHAN( ELLOR acquainted the day, the 27th day of June next,” be dis- 
: House that the Clerk of the Parliaments pensed with, and that the Bill be now 
$ had laid upon the lable the Certificates ead O48: amend to: and: TA veed’ 3° 
, from the Examiners that the further ascordingly. , 
$ Standing Orders applicable to the follow-  * + sill 
ing Bills have been complied with :— WINSFORD URBAN DISTRICT (GAS 
TRANSFER, ETC.) BILL. 


N 
~ 


London United Tramways. 


Y 








LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
I 


ahi. 


. 
3iggleswade Water Board. 
Read 3%, and passed. 


‘ Orders are applicable to the following | 


S 
R 
5 Also the Certificates that no Standing 
& Bills :— 


BEXLEY TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Read 3“, with the Amendments, and 


Naval M orks (Provisional Order). passed, and returned to the Commons. 
Local Government Provisional Order | 
(Port). LONDON, TILBURY, AND SOUTHEND 


‘ RAILWAY BILL. 
And also the Certificates that the Keport from the Select Committee 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- That the Committee had not proceeded 


ing Bill have been complied with :— |with the consideration of the Bill, no 
Local Government (Ireland) Provi-| Parties having appeared in opposition 
sional Orders (No. 4). | thereto; read, and ordered to lie on 


ithe Table. The orders made on the 
The same were ordered to lie on the | 20th and 25th of June last discharged ; 
Table. _and Bill committed for To-morrow. 
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CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL | TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


[H.L. ]. 


Report from the Select tralian. | 
That the Committee had not proceeded | 


|} TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on Monday and 
Thursday last discharged ; and Bill com- 
mitted for To-morrow. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 
CLYDE VALLEY ELECTRICAL POWER 
BILL. 
GLASGOW AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


WEST CUMBERLAND ELECTRIC 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 
SOUTHAMPTON AND WINCHESTER 
GREAT WESTERN JUNCTION RAIL- 

WAY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the Earl Beauchamp be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Earl of Stradbroke ; read, and 
agreed to. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
{AILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER- 
FORD EXTENSION) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; 

and referred to the Examiners. 


read 1¢; 


COWES FERRY BILL [H.1.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


no> 


December, 


METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL 


ORDER BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order). Bill reported without amend- 
ment. Standing Committee negatived ; | 
and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


Reports, &c. 1100 
(No 1) BILL [H.L.}. 
Read 3* (according to Order), and 


passed, and sent to the Commons. 


(No 3) BILL [H.L.]. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 4) BILL [H.1L.}. 
Amendments reported (according to 
Order) and Bills to be read 3° to-morrow. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
Order) ; Bill reported without amendment; 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3% to-morrow. 


REPORTS, ETC. 


RETURNS, 


AFRICA, No 5 (1901). 
Correspondence respecting the rising 
of the Mullah Muhammed Abdullah in 
Somaliland, and consequent military 
operations, 1899-1901. 


‘A COMPANY. 
1899, 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRIC¢ 

Financial statement for 
mates for 1901 and 1902. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


and esti- 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS 
(SCOTLAND). 


The Light Locomotives on Highways 
(Scotland) Regulations, 1896, dated 3rd 
1896. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rules of the Supreme Court (July) 
1901. 
1868. 


1900-1901 ; 
under 


SEA FISHERIES ACT, 

Orders for fishery grants, 

Report of the Board of Trade, 
Part II. of the Act. 


1894. 
1901, 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 
Order in Council of 15th June, 


| fixing the rate of salary to be paid to the 


| Superintendent in the establishment of 
‘the Commissioners of Northern Light- 


| houses. 
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EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 TO 1895. 
Order in Council of 26th June, 1901> 


Military Instruction 


giving effect to a Supplementary Con- | 


vention concluded, on 13th December, 
1900, between Great Britain and the 
United States of America, for the mutual 
extradition of fugitive criminals. 


SUPERANNUATION. 

Treasury Minute, dated 4th July, 
1901, declaring that William Tibbitts, 
labourer, Royal Gun Factory, War Office, 
was appointed without a civil service 
certificate through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of his department. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
EDUCATION. 

Petition in favour of legislation to 
legalise expenditure on evening continua- 
tion schools carried on under the terms 
of the Evening Schools Code, 1900 ; of 
the Birmingham School Board ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
Select Committee to meet on Thursday 
next at Three o'clock ; leave given to the 
Committee to report from time to time. 


MILITARY INSTRUCTION (SCHOOLS 
AND CADETS BILL) [n.t.]. 
House in Committee according to 

Orders. 
the Preamble be 


“Moved, ‘ That 


postponed.” 


*THe UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGLay): 
My Lords, I do not propose to go again 
into the whole of the points which I 
raised on the Second Reading of this 
Bill, but will confine myself on this | 
occasion to the financial side of the 
question. I am informed that there are 
in Great Britain something like 1,170,000 
boys between the ages of fourteen and | 


seventeen who might come under the | 
provisions of this Bill. I am not quite | 
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| 
| 
| 


(Schools and Cadets) Bill. 1102 
clear whether boys between twelve and 
fourteen are intended to be affected, but, 
if it is also proposed that they should 
come under the Bill, it would bring the 
total up to 1,993,000. I am informed 


by the promoters of the Bill that not 


more than 60,000 boys are expected to 
come under it. Taking that number, 


‘which, after all, is only an estimate, 


because it is impossible to say how many 
boys would avail themselves of the Bill, 


| the cost would work out as follows—the 
‘capitation grant for 60,000 boys would 


come to £30,000 a year; the cost of 
ammunition and upkeep of the rifle 
would be £15,000 a year ; the sergeant- 
instructors, who would have to be addi- 
tional, would cost, at £130 each, and 
reckoning one sergeant-instructor for 
every 100 cadets, £78,000 a year. There 
would also have to be added a sum of 
£1,000 a year for travelling expenses, 


'which would bring the total cost per 


annum of these 60,000 cadets to some- 
thing like £124,000. In addition, there 
would be the provision of rifles and 
bayonets, which would involve an initial 
expenditure of £231,000. And I do not 
see how it would be possible to confine 
this Bill to boys in secondary schools. 
Its advantages would be pressed for by 
all boys who did not come under it. 
There are, as your Lordships are aware, 
cadet corps composed of working-class 
boys, and they would at once—and, | 
think, very legitimately—clamour for 
some financial assistance, which, up to 
now, they have not received. The 
whole object of the Army reorganisation 
scheme which has been brought forward 
this year has been to train more efficiently 
and to generally raise the standard of 


'the very large force of Auxiliary troops 


which we already have in this country. 
This Bill would add a very large number 


‘of partially-trained boys, who would be 


physically unfit for military service and 
be under no obligation whatever to 
render any service to the country when 
they had arrived at their full growth. 
Whatever happens under this Bill, a very 
large sum of money is bound to be in- 
volved, and, judging by the history of 


‘the Volunteer force, more money would 
' be constantly pressed for. 


I do not in 
any way pose as an authority on the 


Constitution, but I have always under- 


stood that this House cannot initiate any 
2R2 
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legislation which involves a large increase 
of taxation. Everything in this Bill | 
which is not financial can be done at | 
present by the Secretary of State for | 
War under the various Volunteer Acts, | 
which I will not take up your Lordships’ 
time by citing ; and everything that the 
Secretary of State cannot do without 
this Bill involves very large expenditure. 
I trust, therefore, that the noble Viscount 
will not proceed further with the Bill. 
If he does, the Government will feel 
bound to vote against it. 


The King’s Declaration 


*Lorp FRANKFORT DE MONT- 
MORENCY: My Lords, the object of 
the Bill is to authorise the formation of 
school corps in schools outside the ordi- 
nary Volunteer regulations, and there- 
fore I do not see how the Volunteer 
regulations can effect its object. Train- 
ing under voluntary enrolment cannot 
be made a part of the school curriculum, 
and, as such training must be given out 
of school hours, it competes with recrea- 
tions and games, and so becomes un- 
popular. For this reason it is necessary 
for junior Volunteer corps to be formed 
in such a manner that the military train- 
ing may be given in school time as part 
of the boys’ education. It is very difficult 
to estimate the number of boys who will 
be included. Dr. Warre, Headmaster 
of Eton College, estimates that 15,000 
will join the public school rifle volun- 
teers, and the headmaster of the Grocers’ 
Company puts the number of boys who 
will join the junior volunteer corps at 
10,000. The cadet battalions and corps 
not connected with schools we have put 
down as 35,000. Roughly calculating 
the number at 60,000, I do not see how 
the expenditure will amount to any- 


thing like the sum mentioned by the 
Under Secretary of State for War. It 


must be remembered that a cadet bat- 
talion is a very expensive organisation. 
In addition to the initial expense for a 
drill hall, shed, ete., it is estimated that 


each member will cost 30s. per head, so | 
that the 10s. capitation grant from the | 


Government will leave 20s. still to be 
made up. This will prevent cadet | 
battalions springing up all over the 
country. It is not anticipated that more | 
than thirty or thirty-five battalions | 
would be formed, and those only in the 
large and wealthy towns. In addition to 


Lord Raglan, 


{LORDS} 


1104 


the £30,000 capitation grant to these 
60,000, their ammunition would cost 
£12,000, so that for the comparatively 
| small sum of £42,000 a large number of 
_ youths would receive a sound military 
‘training, and the country would have a 
reserve of men trained at the most re- 
ceptive period of their lives, and accus- 


against Trunsubstantiation. 


_tomed to discipline and to the use of the 


rifle. The doubt has been sometimes 
expressed that boys trained under this 
system would not to any extent join His 
Majesty's forces when they became adults. 
I have made inquiries, and find that, of 
one battalion, out of 200 boys 22 per 
cent. afterwards joined the Royal Navy, 
the Army, and the Militia, and 25 per 
cent. the Volunteers. Another battalion, 
which is 500 strong, report that they 
have during the last ten years given 500 


boys to the Regular Army. I hope, 
therefore, that the Bill will be allowed 


to proceed. 


On Question, That the Preamble be 
postponed, resolved in the negative. 


* That this be the Pre- 
Bill,” resolved in the 


Question put, 
amble of the 
negative. 


The Chairman of Committees reported 
to the House that the preamble of the 
Bill had not been passed. 


KINGS DECLARATION AGAINST 
TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 
Order of the day for the consideration 
of the Report from the Select Com- 
mittee read. 


THE 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HALspury): I was under the 
impression that the Report would be 
laid on the Table to-night, and that the 
noble Earl (Earl Grey) would move the 
resolution of which he had given notice. 
but I must repudiate the responsibility 
of moving that the Report be now con- 
sidered. 


THE Lorp ArcHuBisHor oF CANTER- 
BURY: I think I am in order in what I 
suggest, and I think that the best course 
'to adopt on this occasion would be to 
refer the Report back to the Committee, 

and possibly to add certain members to 


‘the Committee, that the Report may 
| 
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have further consideration. The Report, | 
as it has been put before the House, has 
been published and very widely con- 
sidered by the public at large, but the 

Report does not emanate from a com- 

mittee representing every element in 

this House that may fairly ask to have a 

voice in this matter. No member of the 
Episcopal Bench was on that Committee, 

and yet, my Lords, I think the position 
of the Church of England in this country, 

and the relations of the Church of Eng- 
land to the Sovereign in this country, do 
make it of some importance that the 
Episcopal Bench should take part in the 
consideration of such a question. As it 
is, the Report before us is one which I 
think it would be wiser to consider very 
much more fully than it has yet been 
considered. I do not think this is a 
matter that ought to be hurried. There 
has been a great deal of objection to it 
from various parts of the country, and 
I think upon the whole that it would be 
best to refer it back to the Committee 
for further examination. There is an 
Amendment standing in the name of 
Lord Grey, and in the event of that being 
moved it might be carried in this House, 
but it has evidently nothing to follow it. 

If we pronounce the recommendation 

unsatisfactory, what are we to do then ? 
Does the result of such a vote extinguish 
the Report altogether ; does it no longer 
remain for consideration at all ; or is the 
whole matter to be indefinitely post- 
poned ; or, when we have carried the 

motion that the recommendation is un- 

satisfactory, does it follow that we pro- 

ceed to amend it, which possibly might 

be the course covered by the words? I[ 

do not know whether there would be any 

objection to first saying it is unsatis- 

factory, and then proceeding to amend it; 

but I do not understand that that would 

suit the purpose of the noble Earl, nor 

would it seem to the public at large that 

it was with that view that the House of 

Lords decided against the Report of the 

Comunittee. 

Now, for myself, I have prepared an. 
Amendment, and therefore I cannot say 
that the Report is satisfactory, because, 
if if were satisfactory, of course we should 
not want to amend it ; but the Report 
does, I think, contain the elements of a 
satisfactory settlement, and I think it 


The King’s Declaration 


would be better, instead of considering | 
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it in its present condition, that we should 
postpone consideration of the Report 
altogether, and refer the matter back to 
the Committee. I do not censure the 
Committee for what they have done. 
There is a great deal to be said for it as 
it stands, but I think it requires longer 
consideration before it is discussed by the 
House as a whole. I hope, theretore, 
that your Lordships will allow me to 
move that the Report be referred back 
to the Committee for further considera- 
tion, and that additional members be 
appointed on it in order that many points 
may be considered which, in my judg- 
ment, have not been fairly considered 
yet. If we try ourselves to amend it 
in detail we may spend a long time over 
it, for the matter is one of great import- 
ance, and one in which many people's 
feelings are deeply aroused. I sympa- 
thise with the Government in their 
desire to deal with the matter. It would 
be a good thing if we could remove from 
the Declaration anything which need- 
lessly hurts the feelings of our fellow- 
subjects, but [ think it would be well for 
us to consider whether or not there 
are still some improvements to be made 
before the new form of Declaration is 
put down for discussion in a large assem- 
bly. like this, and before we enter upon 
what necessarily must be a very heated 
debate. I hope I have given fair reasons 
for the course I am asking the House to 
pursue ; and I hope, also, I am not pre- 
sumptuous in saying that, although the 
bishops have considered it—and the 
Amendment I have put down was put 
down with their consent—I think the 
Bishops feel that they ought to have 
something to say in the discussion of a 
Report on such a question as this. 


Moved, that the said Report be referred 
back to the same Select Committee for 
further consideration, the Committee 
being enlarged by the appointment of 
additional Members.—(The Lord Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury.) 


Eart SPENCER: My Lords, I do not 
wish to enter into anything like a dis- 
cussion of the merits of the question 
before the House, but before the Prime 
Minister replies I would strongly urge 
upon the House that it would be most 
desirable to avoid any lengthened and 
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detailed debate on this question. From 
what we have heard and know, it is ev.- 
dent that there will be considerable discus- 
sion on this matter, and it certainly seems 
necessary, from what the most reverend 
Prelate has said, to consider carefully 
what he put forward. Therefore I hope 
the Prime Minister will consider it de- 
sirable to refer this question back to the 
Committee, and probably to agree to the 
further request of the most reverend 
Prelate. I rise now merely to protest, 
if this is to be done, against any debate 
taking place. It is a most delicate 
subject, and if we can possibly come to a 
solution which will be satisfactory—I 
fear I cannot say to all parties, but to the 
principal parties concerned—it would be | 
desirable to do so without the heat and 
excitement which debate on this subject 
must engender. 


The King’s Declaration 


THe PRIME MINISTER ann LORD 


{LORDS} 








PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALts- 
BURY) : My Lords, I am afraid the heat— 
physical or otherwise—has interfered 
with the judgment of the House to-night 
on matters of order. I understand 
the Archbishop to object to two things— 
one that there were no Bishops upon the 
Committee. I humbly submit that that | 
was an objection which should have been | 
taken when the Committee was named | 
and not when the Report was made by | 
that Committee. Secondly, he says that | 

| 

| 

| 


this Report must be a bad Report because 
there were no Bishops on the Committee 
—I think a most unusual proceeding. 
Then the most reverend Prelate wants to 
refer the Report back to the Committee. 
He does not intimate that there is any- 
thing wrong. There may be complaints 
of the Report in various places, but the 


most reverend prelate does not state | 


them. He does not suggest where the 
faults are. He does not, indeed, suggest 
that there is any fault; and if your 
Lordships were now to accept his pro- 
posal without demur or Amendment 
the Committee would have to go back to 
their room and would say, * We have 
been told to consider our Report again, 
but nobody has hinted any reason why ob- 
jection should be taken to the Report.” 
How on earth are the Committee to find 
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question raised by Earl Grey is a broad 
question, which he is justified in raising, 
and upon which we might debate if we 
thought fit. But I apprehend that the 
proper course according to the procedure 
usually followed in this House was that 
the Report should be laid on the Table, 
and that then the Government or some- 
body else should bring in a Bill founded on 
the Report ; and on the Second Reading, 
and afterwards in Committee at the 
various stages of the Bill, it would be 
proper and usual to raise all the points, 
great and small, which depend for their 
solution on the judgment which we may 
form on the Report. But I have never 
heard an attempt to send a Report back 
to a Committee which, after considering, 
have delivered it without a hint of the 
matters in which it is wrong, and with 
only that amount of censure conveyed 


against Transubstantiation. 


‘in the suggestion that it would be 


advantageous to have had a large infusion 
of bishops poured into the Committee. 
It is clearly a novel objection. I, for my 
part, am unable to vote for it. If it is 
the pleasure of the House of Lords to pay 
no regard to the Report, let us reappoint 
the Committee. But as to sending this 
Report back, there is no sense or reason 
in that. I hope the House will consent, 
after dealing with the perfectly regular 
motion of Lord Grey, to allow the subject 
to lie by until a Bill has been produced, 
and on that Bill, according to the ordi- 
nary practice of the House, raise such 
objections and suggest such alterations, 
and generally make provision for the 
solution of this thorny and _ difficult 
question. I am sure we should not 
approach the solution more readily by 
adopting a wholly unprecedented course. 


*EarL GREY: My Lords, I am sorry 
the noble Marquess cannot see his way 
to accept the proposal of the most rev. 
Prelate. I agree that it is most un- 
desirable to debate, at the present stage, 
points which cannot fail to be raised on 
this subject. But it appears to me that 
those of us who are opposed to the 
Declaration which the Select Committee 
have recommended should be re- 
quired of the Sovereign are almost 


their way through such a proposal? My| bound by the speech of the Prime 


belief is that it is not desirable to enter 
jnto details upon this question. The 
Earl Spencer. 


Minister to give some hint, to use 
his own language, why we think 
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this Declaration should be referred back. 
Notwithstanding the important character 
of the Committee, consisting as it did 
mainly of the two Front Benches and the 
Lord Chancellor, I venture to affirm that 
the Declaration they have recommended 
is open to the gravest objections, for the 


The King’s Declaration 


following reasons—first, that it is un- | 


necessary ; secondly, that, if it were 
necessary, it is not effective for the pur- 
pose intended ; and thirdly, that it offers 
an unnecessary and gratuitous insult to 
twelve millions of loyal subjects of the 
King. First I must ask the House to 
consider whether any declaration of the 
character required by the Bill of Rights 
is any longer necessary. The House 
must bear in mind that the Declaration 
in its unamended form was originally 
framed for the purpose of preventing 
Papists from entering either House of 
Parliament, or from holding public 
offices, and was the beginning of the anti- 
Catholic legislation. The retention of 
words charged with memories which 
must be painful to Protestants no less 
than Catholics can only be justified by 
the law of supreme necessity. 

The law specifically provides, in 
language too clear to admit of any doubt, 
that no person who is reconciled to, or 
shall hold communion with, the Church 
of Rome, or shall profess the Popish 
religion, or shall marry a Papist, shall be 
allowed to exercise any regal power, 
authority, or jurisdiction over any part 
ot the British realms ; further, that the 
people of these realms are absolved of 
their allegiance to any sovereign who 
may hold communion with the Church 
of Rome,and that the Crown and Govern- 


ment shall descend to and be enjoyed by | 


the next person in succession, being a 
Protestant, as should have inherited 
and enjoyed the same in case the person 
so reconciled to and holding communion 
with the Church of Rome, or marrying a 
Papist, were naturally dead. By these 
words, which in definiteness and clear- 
ness of expression leave nothing to be 
desired, a Roman Catholic is expressly 
excluded from sitting on the Throne, 
and I submit that no further anti- 
Catholic bulwark is necessary to prevent 
the kingdom being ruled by a Popish 
prince. If, however, it should be 
thought desirable that a Protestant 


{8 Juty 1901} 


| Declaration should be required of the 


against Transubstantiation. 1110 


Sovereign on his accession, why should 
not that declaration be practically iden- 
tical with the Oath taken at the corona- 
tion? The Sovereign, before he is 
crowned, is required to solemnly swear at 


‘the altar, in sight of all the people, that 


he will govern the people of these realms, 
and the dominions thereto belonging, 
according to the statutes in Parliament 
agreed on, and that he will to the utmost 
of his power maintain the laws of God, 
the true profession of the Gospel, and 
the Protestant Reformed Religion esta- 
blished by law, and to seal this Oath with 
the most sacred form of attestation that 
an impressive ceremony can devise. | 
contend that this Oath gives us all the 
security we require, and that if we are 
to insult the Sovereign by supposing 
that he is capable of being false to his 
sacred Oath, no additional Declaration 
which we may request him to make will 
be of any value whatsoever. 

Now, my Lords, I will proceed to show 
that if, in the opinion of Parliament, a 
declaration is required in addition to the 
Coronation Oath, and to the security 
provided by the Bill of Rights to which I 
have alluded, the special form of declara- 
tion which we are recommended to adopt 
is not one which we should accept. The 
most cursory examination of the declara- 
tion submitted by the joint authority 
of the two front Benches will convince 
your Lordships that it is unsuitable and 
inappropriate, and, if I may use the term 
without being guilty of want of respect 
towards the eminent Peers who are 
responsible for the recommendation, I 
will venture to describe the form of decla- 
ration recommended, when divorced 
from its historic associations, as pre- 
eminently ridiculous. It will hardly be 
credited by those who have not read the 
declaration attentively that it contains 
nothing—not a sentence, not a single 
syllable—which will prevent any infidel 
of even the most outrageous complexion 
from subscribing to its terms. Any 
Buddhist, any Mohammedan, any Kaffir, 
anyone—even the Mahdi, the Empress of 
China, or the most blatant atheist— 
might one and all make this declaration 
without doing the slightest violence to 
his conscience or belief. If, then, the 
object of this declaration is to secure that 


_this Protestant kingdom shall be ruled 
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by a Protestant king, a form of declara- 
tion that can honestly be made by the 
Mahdi or the Empress of China does not 
strike one as especially suitable for the 
purpose. 

Again, if the object of the declaration 
is not to give us a Protestant king, but to 
prevent the country from being governed 
by a Popish prince, then I also affirm 
that the declaration is unhappily con- 
ceived, because every word of the latter 
half of the declaration might be uttered 


in the plain and ordinary sense of the | 


words used, and as they are commonly 
understood by English Protestants, and 
without any evasion, equivocation, or 
mental reservation whatsoever, by any 
Roman Catholic, including the Pope him- 
self. I defy the Lord Chancellor to dispute 
either of these allegations—namely, that 
the latter half of the declaration recom- 
mended may be honestly uttered by the 
Pope, and that the whole of it, from the 
first word to the last, may be spoken 
by anyone who is not a Romanist. If 
this is admitted—and it cannot be denied 
—it appears to me to be unnecessary to 
say more. The common sense of the 
House will agree that to put such an anti- 
Catholic declaration into the mouth of 
the King with a view of securing us a 
Protestant Sovereign cannot be regarded 
as an act of the highest statesmanship, 
and must be regarded as an insult by the 
religion against which it is directed. And 


this consideration brings to me my third | 


ground of objection. I am opposed to 
the declaration, not only on the ground 
that it is unnecessary—and ineffective, 
if necessary—but because it is offensive 
to the 12,000,000 Roman _ Catholic 
subjects of the King. Lord Beaconsfield 
once said that in view of the large number 
of Mohammedan subjects of the Queen 
the representatives of the Crown ought 
to carefully abstain from denouncing 
their religion. Are the Roman Catho- 
lics of Ireland, of Canada, and Austral- 
asia entitled to less consideration than 
the King’s Mohammedan subjects? Is 
this the time when the Roman Catholic 
subjects of the King, who have un- 
grudgingly given their lives at the request 
of the late Queen and of their King in 


the service of the Empire, should be called | 


upon to receive what they cannot but 
regard as an insult to their faith ? 
I am aware that the more offensive 


Earl Grey. 
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| words have been withdrawn from the 
declaration, but, if this amended declara- 
tion is adopted by Parliament, the pro- 
minent facts will stand out that Roman 
Catholics will realise that the King, in 
language which can be used by any 
infidel, is required afresh to repudiate 
officially and publicly the most sacred 
| doctrine of their religion, and that they 
are the only sect which is selected for this 
/ treatment. Is there no legitimate ground 
of grievance here? Is there any ade- 
quate reason why we should at the com- 
mencement of the new reign—at a time 
when we desire to win, and not alienate, 
the hearts of the people to their new 
Sovereign—deliberately wound the feel- 
ings of 12,000,000 of his subjects? No 
religious tests are required for the quali- 
fication of the President of the United 
States, nor, I believe, of the President of 
the French Republic, neither is the 
| Emperor of Germany required to take an 
oath of this description on his accession. 
The Austrian Emperor swears to main- 
tain the Churches of God, which are 
mentioned in the plural throughout, and 
without any specification of creed. Per- 
sonally, if I were a Roman Catholic; 
instead of being an ultra-Protestant, as 
far removed from sympathy with Roman 
| Catholicism as any Member of this House, 
iI think I should prefer to leave the 
| declaration unamended, and regard it as 
lan archaic and meaningless form 
rather than accept this amended declara- 
| tion, which will stand forth as the deli- 
| berate reaffirmation by Parliament of 
jan anti-Catholic spirit. Parliament. is 
/now invited to consider afresh the de- 
|claration required of the Sovereign on 
his accession to the throne. Whatever 
declaration Parliament may decide upon 
will necessarily be invested with a 
fresh vigour and force, and will be 
clothed with a new authority. It is 
therefore, incumbent on us to approach 
the consideration of this question from 
the standpoint of to-day, and not of that 
of two hundred years ago. 

If this House decide that the securities 
offered by the Bill of Rights and the 
Coronation Oath are not sufficient, and 
that it is desirable to replace the existing 
and admittedly offensive declaration 
required by the Bill of Rights with some 
| other declaration, is it beyond the states- 
| manship of this House to provide us 
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with a form of declaration which will 
bind the Sovereign to uphold and main- 
tain the Reformed Church as by law 
established without singling out one par- 
ticular creed for special and_ public 
repudiation by the King? For these 
reasons [ ask the House to refuse to adopt 
the recommendation which has been 
submitted by the Select Committee. 
It is evident that the common sense of the 
country appreciates that the declaration 
is opposed to the spirit and sentiment 
of this age. I agree with the Sheffield 
Independent that— 

“The Oath in its present phraseology is an 
anachronism—a survival of an unhappy time 
fortunately passed away” ; 
with the Glasgow Herald, that— 

“The last vestiges of the odium theologicum 
should be removed from the ceremonial of an 
Empire which places toleration as second only 
to liberty ” ; . 
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with the Nottingham Guardian, that— 


* It seems desirable that a Sovereign should 
be relieved from the obligation of making a 
declaration which is offensive to any large 
number of his subjects, and which has ceased 
to possess any practical utility ” ; 


with the Edinburgh Evening Dispatch, 
that— 

“The whole spirit of the Oath is at variance 
with the sentiment of our time, and the time 
has come for the abrogation of such a test” ; 
with the Huddersfield Examiner, that— 

“ As a safeguard of the Protestant religion 
the words are valueless, and if that religion 
were dependent on so weak a bulwark for its 
preservation it would be in great danger of 
falling, and would deserve to fall ” ; 


and with the Dundee Advertiser, that— 

‘There is no more reason why the King 
should denounce the central dogma of the 
Catholic religion than that he should denounce | 
the beliefs of the Indian Mussulman races.”’ 
These quotations from papers in various 
parts of England and Seotland show 
that in the opinion of the country Parlia- 
ment will not be doing its duty unless 
it takes advantage of the opportunity | 
before it to remove a test which has no 
practical utility, and which increases the 
difficulty of His Majesty's Government by | 
insulting gratuitously the great body of | 
Yoman Catholics. I have great pleasure 
in seconding the most rev. Prelate’s 
motion. 


Tue Eart or HALSBURY : My Lords, | 


| 
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I assure you 
until the last sentence of the noble Lord 
who has just sat down I had not the 
slightest idea of what we were discussing. 
The noble Lord has put down a motion 
of his own which, in the regular course, 
should have come on, but the most rev. 
Prelate has interposed with a motion 
which, I think, is not quite in order. 
At all events, we must do either the one 
thing or the other. The noble Lord 
who has just sat down delivered a speech 
which I think, if I may venture to say so, 
was prepared in view of his own motion. 
[Earl Grey: Hear, hear. | And he 
has concluded by seconding the sugges- 
tion of the most rev. Prelate. There 
is a little difficulty in replying to him 
until I quite know in what character I 
am to reply to him, and he will not forget 
that he challenged me to do so. It isa 
little difficult to know with what. par- 
ticular proposition I am dealing. If the 
proposition is that the Declaration recom- 
mended is unsatisfactory, | am prepared 
to say, as chairman of the Committee, 
that I adhere to the views I entertained 
in Committee; but, with reference to 
the most rev. Prelate’s motion, totally 
different arguments are necessary. | 
should have thought that the most rev. 
Prelate’s speech would have been appro- 
priate to the question whether or not 
the Committee should have been ap- 
pointed at all, and if he wants other 
members to be appointed on the Com- 
mittee he should have made that sugges- 
tion at the time the Committee was 
originally appointed. But we have 


against Transubstantiation. 


/reached this droll condition of things— 
‘that, without having the Report on the 
| Table, without any reason why we should 


reconsider the matter, or why we should 
appoint some of the members of the 
right rev. bench, we are asked to send the 
Report back to the Committee without 
any direction from the House as to what 
they are to consider. 

I confess I entertain a very shrewd 
suspicion that neither the most rev. Pre- 
late nor the noble Lord has distinctly 
in his mind what it was that the House 
requested us to do. I have not heard 
a word about that yet. One would 
suppose that the Committee were called 


/upon to say that the Act of Settlement 


should be repealed, and that there should 
be no declaration at all. Neither ot 
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these propositions was submitted to us ; 
and for my own part I should feel very 
considerable difficulty in assenting to 
the suggestion that there should be no 
Declaration or that the Act of Settlement 
should be repealed. I think the com- 
mittee were under no misapprehension 
at all as to what would be the result of 
any conclusion at which they arrived. 
They were perfectly certain that, what- 
ever their decision might be, it would 
be the subject of the gravest animad- 
version on both sides. The noble Lord 
seemed to suggest that every kind of 
religious test should be withdrawn, and 
that the Sovereign should not be asked 
to make any declaration at all. He has 
told us that the feeling of the country is 
very strong one way. He did not in- 
form us whether the extracts he read 
referred to the original declaration or 
to the new version of it suggested by 
the Committee. If he means that there 
is a general feeling that there should 
be no test at all he is in very great error. 
To judge from the volume of the corre- 
spondence I have received, I believe that 
in a great many places you will find the 
strongest possible feeling that there 
should be no alteration in the Oath asit 
stands. For my own part I do not con- 
eur in that view, nor did the Committee. 
It seems to me that it would be quite 
possible to make as strong a test as could 
be suggested against the Throne being 
occupied by any person who professes 
the Roman faith, and at the same time 
to avoid insulting and injurious observa- 
tions about the faith of others. To my 
great surprise | have heard a_ phrase 
used to which I have become familiar, 
about the insult to twelve millions of 
His Majesty's loyal subjects. That phrase 
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might be used appropriately when the | 


language remained unaltered, but how it 
can be appropriately applied to what the 
Committee have recommended I cannot 
understand. I can answer for it that 
thedesire of the Committee was to remove 
from the Declaration anything that could 
be offensive. Yet now we have the ex- 
traordinary suggestion that the Declara- 
tion is offensive, because it selects what 
the noble Lord describes as an important 
doctrine of the Roman Church for 
especial denial. But that was the only 
important question we had before us. Do 
I understand the noble Lord to suggest 


The Earl of Halsbury 
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that the Act of Settlement should be 
repealed ? Because, if not, what is the 
meaning of his somewhat—well, I will 
not use any epithet—of the phrase he has 
used about its being possible for an infidel, 
or for the Empress of China, to make this 
Declaration ? Has the noble Lord for- 
gotten his history? He speaks of the 
Declaration as if it was a sort of dogmatie 
pronouncement of personal faith put 
into the mouth of the Sovereign. It is 
nothing of the sort. Rightly or wrongly, 
at the time of the Act of Settlement 
it was supposed that there was danger 
to this country unless the Protestant 
religion was the established religion of 
the country, and those persons who were 
entrusted with authority, and especially 
the Crown, were undoubtedly persons of 
the Protestant faith. Therefore it is not 
true to say that this is a dogmatic pro- 
nouncement of the King’s personal 
faith. The whole object of it is to prevent 
a person holding the Rom n Catholic 
faith from acceding to the Throne; 
and therefore, when you are dealing 
with that which isintended to benegative, 
you cannot expect an afiirmative pro- 
fession of faith. Undoubtedly, it is true 
that a Buddhist, or a person holding any 
faith you like, which does not partake 
of the Christian faith, might take this 
oath, because it is negative in itscharacter, 
and is intended to be negative in its 
character. 

What the noble Lord seems to suggest 
is that no tests are necessary or ought 
to be insisted on. It may be that the 
noble Lord is right. That is an impor- 
tant point for practical discussion ; but 
it is not in accordance with the Constitu- 
tion of this country. Every office, every 
form of government, involves a_ test 
of some sort or another. Every arch- 
bishop or bishop, when he is consecrated, 
makes promises for the faithful per- 
formance of his duties—and very solemn 
promises too. Judges, too, who sit 
on the bench, are required to swear that 
they will administer justice, without fear 
or favour. And so it is in social life. 
Every man and every woman who agree 
to live together for life enter into the most 
solemn promises. The noble Lord seems 
to think that the promises in all these 
cases might be dispensed with. 

Eart GREY : | distinctly stated that 
the Oath had to be taken at the Coronas 
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tion by the Sovereign to give all those 
assurances to which the Lord Chancellor 
has referred. 


Tue Ear or HALSBURY: Yes; but 
the noble Lord forgets that the Oath is 
taken in pursuance of the statute, and he 
has been arguingagainst the recommenda- 
tion of the Committee as if the Com- 
mittee, as the noble Lord seems to suggest, 
were for the first time requiring the 
King to make this Declaration. The 
noble Lord does not seem to understand 
that the Committee was appointed to 
get rid of the insulting character 
of the declaration to the views of 
some 10,000,000 or 12,000,000 of His 
Majesty's subjects. The Committee has 
withdrawn from that declaration every- 
thing that is offensive. and the noble 
Lord has not ventured to point out 
in what sense any part of its recom- 
mendation is insulting to Roman Catho- 
lies. It is true that it is said you ought 
not to select a particular doctrine for the 
purpose of repudiating it. The object of 
that was, | think, very truly and 
candidly stated by a noble Lord, himself 
a member of the Roman Catholic Church, 
when this matter was first discussed. 
He said that those who made the selec- 
tion knew well what they were about, 
and they had put their finger on one 
of the most cherished doctrines of the 
Roman Catholic Church. The noble 
Lord is very much mistaken indeed if he 
imagines that the withdrawal of any 
repudiation of the Roman Catholic faith 
would meet with universal acquiescence. 
That is by no means the tone and temper 
of the people of this country at this 
moment, and, for my part, I believe the 
Committee did what they were asked to 
do. They at once took away the offen- 
sive words ; and we were of opinion that 
the most determined adherence to the 
Protestant faith which those Protestants 
belonging to the Western Church believe 
to be the faith once delivered to the 
saints was perfectly consistent with a 
respectful demeanour and_ respectful 
language towards those with whom they 
were not in accordance. On that ground 
this Report was acquiesced in. I can 


only say that in my own view the peace | 


which I thought might be rightly 
attained by not putting too prominently 


forward those differences which arise 
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might be secured by the form we adopted- 
If we are to go into greater particulars, 
and fight as to how much or how little 
may be repudiated, my impression is 
that it will not be peace that will be the 
result of that discussion; and if this 
Report were to go back again I do not 
know in what way it could be amended 
except in one particular, and there I 
candidly admit there might be some 
amendment. I know there is a feeling 
on the part of people for whom I have 
the greatest respect that the declaration 
has been made too negative in character, 
and that the reference to the Protestant 
religion is too vague, and some people 
object to it as not being an affirmative 
profession of faith. But can anybody 
suppose that there is the least doubt as 
to what the Protestant faith is ? [ do not 
mean to say that there are not differences 
and divergences in the forms of Pro- 
testant profession, but everybody does 
know, as a matter of fact, the meaning 
of the Protestant religion, certainly as 
contrasted with the Roman Catholic 
faith. The mission which was given to 
us was not to lay down a dogmatic form 
of doctrine in which the King was to 
express his own views as to the forms of 
religion ; but was to revise a declaration 
made in pursuance of an Act of Parlia- 
ment passed many years ago, which still 
stands and places an obligation on the 
King to recite words which, indeed, are 
an insult to millions of our fellow-subjects; 
and I, together with the other members 
of the Committee, joined in our Report 
because we hoped we might reserve the 
substance of the declaration without 
necessarily offending the feelings of our 
fellow-subjects. 


*Viscount LLANDAFF: My Lords, 
if the noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack is right in his view with re- 
ference to this Committee, namely, that 
they cannot alter the character of the 
statutory declaration, and must leave 
it an anti-Catholic test, I for one should 
be opposed to any reference back to 
Committee. I have endeavoured to 
ascertain what is the feeling of the 
Catholic members of your Lordships’ 
House, and, without speaking for them 
officially, I will lay before your Lordships 
the result of those inquiries. We are 
most grateful to the noble Lords who 
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constituted this Committee for having in 


{LORDS} 


‘both Houses of Parliament, they were 
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effect deleted from the declaration some! shut out from all civil and military 


of the most offensive words and phrases 
which it contained. At the same time 
1 must beg the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack to bear in mind that the 
Committee have missed the great oppor- 
tunity which was afforded to them of 


removing an ancient wrong and doing | 


away with a relic of barbarous times. 
Does the noble and learned Lord think 
that in the declaration as altered there is 
nothing which can offend Catholic 
feeling ! Why, two of the cardinal doc- 
trines of the Catholic Church are picked 
out for an expression of disbelief, and, 
therefore, of condemnation, by the 
Sovereign. This declaration is to be 
made audibly, publicly, and solemnly on 
a most solemn occasion, and does the 
Lord Chancellor suppose that that excep- 
tional treatment, allotted to Roman 
Catholics alone, is not painful to them ? 
There are in this country scores of creeds, 
each of which teaches some doctrine in 
which the Sovereign does not believe. 
But you pass them all by in respectful 
silence. In the of the Catholic 
Church alone two doctrines are picked 
out for affirmation of disbelief. and 
therefore condemnation. Catholics can- 
not help regarding this proceeding as 
both offensive and painful. If the Lord 
Chancellor says it cannot be altered we 
must, of course, bow our heads, but we 
must do so, not in silence, but in regret 
that such a narrow view is taken. Of 
course it is intelligible that when the 
Bill of Rights was passed our ancestors 
should have had recourse to such a test. 
James IT. had only just been driven from 
the Throne, a Stuart restoration was 
still probable, the battle of the Boyne 
had not yet been fought, and it was 
natural that our ancestors, with this 
peril before them, should use a coarse 


case 


bludgeon, which had already been 
effectual in excluding Catholic peers from 


this House. But the state of things 
which then existed has passed away, and 
I do not suppose anyone with the 
wildest imagination would suggest the 
possibility of a Catholic claimant to the 
Throne arising whom it is desirable to 
guard against. 

The position of Catholics themselves 
has changed. At the time of the Bill of 
Rights Catholics were excluded from 

Viscount Llundaff: 


~The 


offices, and the practice of their religion 
was unlawful. Now the Catholic re- 
ligion is authorised by law and professed 
by millions of His Majesty’s subjects, 
Catholic Members of both Houses of 
Parliament are obliged by their public 
duty to stand round the Sovereign when 
he utters words which, even in their 
amended form, must be painful to them. 
noble and learned Lord on the 
Woolsack said that this negative test is 
necessary. [am unable to conceive why. 
“The Act of Settlement requires it,” 
says the Lord Chancellor. If the Act of 
Settlement cannot be altered in this 
respect, then the reference to Committee 
was a perfectly useless proceeding. If 
the Committee had power to modify the 
declaration in any form consistent with 
the attainment of its object, why would 
not an affirmative statement of Protes- 
tant belief suffice? Surely it is better 
for the Sovereign to avow his own belief 
than to deny and misrepresent the belief 
of others. The second clause of the 
declaration, as the Committee have 
recommended it, refers to the “* adoration 
of the Virgin Mary ”’ as * now used in the 
Church ot Rome.” I emphatically deny 
that in the sense in which these words 
are ordinarily understood by British 
Protestants the adoration of the Virgin, 
or any other saint, isorever has been used 
inthe Church of Rome. Therefore you are 
putting an untrue statement in the 
mouth of the Sovereign, and it is not 
less offensive because it is untrue. 
The Act of Settlement requires that the 
Sovereign should join in communion 
with the Church of England, and if 
he joins in communion with the 
Church of Rome he forfeits his crown 
ipso facto then and there, and_ by 
his Coronation Oath he sweas_ to 
maintain the Church of England as by 
law established. Who can say that 
these securities are not sufficient to 
make the Protestant succession secure ! 
A person who could comply with the 
Act of Settlement and be a oman 
Catholic would be so cryptic and secret 
a Roman Catholic that a declaration 
put into his mouth would hardly bind 
him. I know that we Catholics in 
Great Britain and Ireland are but a 
small minority of the population, and 
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all we can do is to throw ourselves on 
the generosity of your Lordships. But 
there are other communities across the 
seas to be taken into account in which 
the position is different. In Canada 
43 per cent. of the population are 
Catholics, and one-third of the Volunteers 
from Australia who have fought and 
bled and died for the Empire in South 
Africa are Catholics, and I do think that 
it might be politic as well as generous 
for your Lordships to consider the 
wis ies of these fellow subjects in distant 
colonies. In the protest they have sent 
to this country the note they strike is 
this—they protest against this declaration 
as being a violation of religious equality. 
Religious equality is, the Canadi ns 
sav, guaranteed to them by the Constitu- 
tion of the Dominion, and they protest 
against this declaration as being a 
violation of that principle. The Aus- 
tralian petition is to the same effect and 
in the same terms. 

The question before the House _ is, 
I understand, whether we shall refer the 
matter back to Committee. If the Lord 
Chancellor’s view as to the power of 
this Committee is accurate, reference 
back would be of no use, but if the 
Committee have power to alter the 
declaration by making it an affirmation 
of Protestant belief instead of a denial 
and misrepresentation of Catholic belief, 
that reference back to Committee would 
be extremely useful. 


Lorp BRAYE: My Lords, when [ first 
ventured to introduce this subject into 
your Lordships’ House I was not aware 
that it was contemplated to ask for a 
Committee to consider it, but my noble 
friend Lord Harries thought that would 
be the best way in which to approach the 
question. During all these weeks we 
have been looking forward to the result 
of the Committee’s deliberations, and we 
are astonished to find that the result has 
been the production of a mere truism. 
No one has ever doubted that the invoca- 
tion of the Virgin Mary or any other 
saint and the sacrifice of the Mass are 


contrary to the Protestant religion. 
Therefore the declaration is a mere 
truism. What can be gained by a truism | 


of that kind, even when uttered by the 
Sovereign on the solemn occasion of his 


meeting his first Parliament? It is 
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now proposed to refer the matter back 
to the same Committee. What will be 
the result of adopting that course ? 
What are the Committee to do with 
the Report ? There is only one course 
open to this House, and that is to strike 
out altogether the words which are 
offensive and misrepresent Catholic doc- 
trines. That was the first suggestion 
which I ventured to make in your Lord- 
ships’ House, and that alone will satisfy 
the Catholics of the Empire. There is 
no reason whatever why the Sovereign 
should not declare that he will uphold 
the Protestant religion. I think it would 
be somewhat derogatory to the Com- 
mittee to suppose that they would come 
to a different conclusion ; and I deprecate 
this matter being referred back to them 
unless the Members of the Committee 
are prepared to say at once that they will 
excise the offending words. 


*Lorp ARUNDELL or WARDOUR 
could not help regarding the amended 
declaration as quite as objectionable as 
the one it proposed to replace, which was 
a relic of the panic and prejudice of a past 
age. What Roman Catholics protested 
against was the imputation to them of 
doctrines which they did not hold. He 
felt that a simple declaration from the 
King that he would preserve the status 
of the Established Church would meet 
the case. 


*EarL SPENCER: My Lords, I am in 
a different position from some Members 
of the Committee. I entirely subscribed 
to the final Report of the Committee, but 
I expressed my preference, if it had been 
possible, for the use of other words, and 
the Committee understood that, although 
[ did not make any motion on the subject, 
I should be at liberty to explain my 
position to the House. I should have 
desired that the actual mention of doc- 
trines should have been omitted from 
this declaration, and I certainly thought 
that the words in the Coronation Oath 
might have been put into this declaration. 
I attach some importance to the necessity 
for the declaration being made upon the 
Accession of the Sovereign rather than 
that it should be postponed to the Coro- 
nation, and this, I think, has not quite 
been appreciated by noble Lords who 
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have spoken. When the question was | 


discussed in Committee I found it ex- | 
tremely difficult to obtain the adoption | 


of this view. I recognised that the 
object with which the Committee was 
appointed was to secure that the declara- 
tion should maintain the Protestant 
succession to the Crown, making as little 
alteration as possible, while eliminating 
words that were offensive to our Roman 
Catholic fellow subjects. That was the 
object in view, and that being attained 
| thought it wiser not to press to division 
differences of opinion on details, but to 
sink those differences in order to secure 
unanimity in the Report of the Com- 
mittee. I cannot understand from one 
side of the controversy why what I may 
eall the extreme Protestant party in the 
country believe that if the declaration 
is altered there will be danger of the 
Sovereign becoming a Roman Catholic. 
I cannot put myself in that position. 
As recommended by the Committee, the 
declaration is as strongly Protestant as 
possible, though it omits words offensive 
to Roman Catholics. I cannot, therefore, 
see the slightest danger in regard to 
these alterations. Though I confess I 
sympathise with those who wish that 
there should be no declaration, there 
would be enormous difficulty in carry- 
ing that out, and the intention of the 
House was expressed when the Com- 
mittee was nominated. 
have, as far as they possibly could, kept 


|as they 


The Committee | 


to the declaration used in the original | 


Acts; and I hardly think they would 
have been justified in making any funda- 
mental alteration. They had to secure 
that the Sovereign of this country should 
be a Protestant. 
some slight alteration might be made, 
and it was rather with that view that I 
supported the right rev. Prelate. What 
Lord Llandaff said in reference to one 
point of Roman Catholic doctrine is 
worthy of attention. It appears that in 


On two points I think | 
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make—* I do believe that the invocation 
or adoration of the Virgin Mary or any 
other saint, and the sacrifice of the Mass 
are now used in the Church of 
Rome, are contrary to the Protestant 
religion.”” As it stands this is not a 
declaration of Protestantism, and so |] 
would like to see the addition of the 
words “to which I belong.”’ That 
would make the matter quite clear, and 
in that form I think the declaration 
ought to be adopted. While I sympathise 
With the desire of the most reverend 
Prelate that every endeavour should be 
made to get this matter settled without 
a debate in the House, I so far agree with 
the general Report of the Committee 
that I shall not be able to separate myself 
from the noble Marquess and the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack if we 
go to a division. 


THE Eart or ROSEBERY : My Lords, 
I do not wish to enter into the general 
question to which such copious reference 
has been made, and on which so many 
eloquent speeches have been delivered. 
But listening as I have listened to the 
debate, I think it cannot be denied that 
the feeling of the House, or so it seems to 
me, so far as I am able to interpret that 
feeling, is in favour of referring the Re- 
port back to the Committee. I confess 
I am very strongly of that opinion, and 
for two reasons. It is unfortunate, | 
think, that there was no bishop on the 
Select Committee. It is quite true 
that it may fairly be urged that this ob- 
jection should have been taken when the 
Committee was nominated; but what 
weighs with me is this, that the Declara- 
tion, in whatever form it appears, must be 
made up by a nice selection of theological 
terms. Now, we have a large body of 
theological experts in the House, quite 


against Transubstantiation. 


strong enough for the purpose for which 


both the old and the proposed form the | 


word “ adoration ” is used in a way that 


implies a doctrine not accepted by Roman | 


Catholics, and I anticipate that Protes- 
tants would be perfectly willing to sub- 
stitute the word * worship.” The other 
alteration would come in at the end of 


the paragraph, for certainly as it stands | 
it is a declaration the Pope himself might ‘the words “ 


Earl Spencer. 


this Committee was appointed, and yet 


you appointed only laymen to that 
Committee, studiously turning your 


back upon the experts your Lordships 
have in the House. This leads me to 
my second reason. You have already 
found yourselves guilty of some mis- 
statement in terms in regard to some of 


the doctrines you wish the Sovereign to 


repudiate. We have heard from Peers 
professing the Roman Catholic faith that 
adoration of the Virgin” do 
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not represent a tenet of their Church. | 
If that be so, your amended Declaration 
requires amendment still, for it is in a 
form that will bring it into contempt 
with those Roman Catholics who know 
their faith. There is, therefore, little or 
no improvement, except in the omission 
of the aggressive statement from the 
declaration that you propose to amend. 
It is suggested that it ean be amended 
in the House, but I confess I do not know | 
a subject less suited for debate in this 
House than those awful mysteries that 
are referred to in this declaration. I had 
hoped, when this Committee was appoint- 
ed, that there would have been a long 
and eareful investigation, more after the 
manner of an cecumenical council than 
the summary methods which I believe 
were adopted by the Committee, if 
rumour is not mistaken. Then the Com- 
mittee might have produced a declaration 
which, though it might not have satisfied 
the extremists on either side—for that is 
impossible—would, at any rate, represent 
the collective good sense of this House, 
and, while asserting in unmistakeable 
terms the security for Protestant succes- 
sion, would, by the use of exact theological 
phrases, avoid anything like reasonable 
cause of offence to our Roman Catholic 
brethren. No one can say of the debate 
to-night that it will secure that end, and 
I must confess that as the matter stands 
I support the view that it should be 
reconsidered by the Committee, and that 
two bishops be appointed to serve thereon. 


Tue Lorp ArcuBisHop oF YORK: 
My Lords, I desire to say, in reference 
to the remark that the absence of a 
bishop from the Committee should have 
been objected to on the nomination, 
that the application was made to a leading 
member of the Government, and the 
answer given discouraged any further 
effort to get a change made. No formal 
motion was made, simply because we 
learned that it would be hopeless to make 
it. I would be glad to avoid a division, 
but if the matter is pressed, I feel that 
there is sufficient ground to vote for the 
Report being reconsidered by the Com- 
mittee. In any case, we reserve to our- 
selves the right to criticise it when it, 
comes before the House in the shape of 
a Bill. 


THe Eart of PORTSMOUTH: My! 
Lords, I am bound to say that I cannot | 
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endorse the view expressed by Lord 
Rosebery. I am sure no one in this 
House desires to act, to quote the phrase 
of Lord Spencer, prematurely ; but I am 
sure that to postpone the matter would 
be to still further inflame religious ani- 
mosities. Though there are points in 
the Report with which I disagree from a 
Protestant point of view, yet I think 
the Report should be accepted as it stands. 
The Committee have exercised a wise 
discretion in avoiding as far as possible 
changes in the language of the Act. The 
noble Earl, Lord Rosebery, spoke about 
placing theological experts on the Com- 
mittee, in order that the theological 
language of the declaration should be 
altered. I am certain that to embark 
upon the discussion that might be 
raised by theological experts would be to 
raise. serious and almost interminable 
difficulties. I have listened to all the 
speeches of Roman Catholic Peers, and it 
seems to me that they are in the direction 
of abolition of the test for Protestant 
succession. The feeling among Canadian 
Catholics may be strong, as Lord Llandaff 
has reminded the House, but the feeling 
is equally strong among Protestants in 
favour of maintaining the declaration. J 
would, therefore, most earnestly ask your 
Lordships not to recommit this Declara- 
tion to the Committee. It has been 
carefully considered, and the Government 
were wise in a matter of this kind in 
excluding from the Committee pro- 
nounced representatives of religious 
opinions and theological experts. 


Tne Marquess or SALISBURY: | 
have heard no reason for referring this 
Report back to the Committee except 
that there has been an absence from the 
Committee of what the supporters of the 
motion are pleased to call theological 
experts. 


Tue ArcuBisHop OF CANTERBURY : 
Perhaps it would he convenient for me 
to say now what is the form of the motion 
which I intend to ask the House to agree 
to, because the Prime Minister will then 
be able to deal with it much more effec- 
tively, perhaps, than if he supposes I 
was not prepared to put it into a precise 


‘form. I propose, ‘‘ That the Report be 
referred back to the Committee for fur- 


ther consideration, and that the Com- 
mittee be enlarged by the appointment 
of additional members.”’ 
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THE Marquess or SALISBURY: 
Then the one point of objection taken is 
that there were not additional Members 
on the Committee. If the resolution 
of the Primate is passed there will be no 
security that you may have these theo- 
logical experts. On the contrary, the 
Report of the next Committee may be 
as unsatisfactory as apparently the last 
has been. But that is the smallest part 
of the matter. You are referring back a 
Report agreed to unanimously by a 
Committee of nine and not giving them 
any hint or indication of the direction in 
which you wish the terms adopted to be 
henceforth modified. When the Com- 
mittee meet together they will have 
nothing to guide them as to what course 
they are expected to take, and it is im- 
possible to say that there is anything in 
our proceedings which will make this 
new or reconstructed Committee differ 
from the old except that it will have 
certain additional members. Supposing 
two experts sat down with the nine 
members, the nine members would 
probably vote for what they voted for 
before—it is what they believe—and the 
two additional members would not alter 
their verdict. You must go further into 
detail if you adopt a course so unusual, 
so destitute of precedent. There is no 
reason whatever, considering the previous 
steps that have been taken, why you 
should not. if dissatisfied with the Report 
of the Committee, appoint a new Com- 
mittee. I do not see how the reference 
back to the Committee is to lead us out of 
the difficulty. On the other hand, the 
objections which have been made to the 
Report can be dealt with without trans- 
gressing the ordinary rules of the House 
and dealt with satisfactorily, so as to give 
full expression to the views entertained 
in every part of the House. There are 
three forms of objection taken—one is as 
to matters which seem to me of no diffi- 
culty, and it would be an exaggeration 
to say they are of the highest importance. 
I refer to the construction of the sentence 
by which, with a strained application, it 
is said that the Pope himself might take 
the declaration. That seems to me to be 
hypereritical, and it is obviously open 
to amendment, and only requires two or 
three words to make it plain. 

The other matter I could not allude to 
in the same way. 
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mysteries as to the worship and adora- 
tion of the Virgin. But in this matter 
there is no difficulty, and the substitution 
of one word for another will make it more 
agreeable to those Roman Catholics who 
criticise it. My belief is that if you 
investigate you will find that at the time 
the declaration was made there was not 
that fine distinction of technical terms 
which has been adopted. Let the Bill be 
introduced, read a second time, and dis- 
cussed in Committee. There is no diffi- 
culty in meeting those two objections. 
The other objection which has loomed 
large in the debate is an objection to the 
declaration altogether. On that we 
differ absolutely from Lord Grey in the 
course we desire to see adopted, and we 
believe that in expressing that difference 
we are giving voice to the opinion of the 
large majority of the people of this island, 
I do not believe that the abolition of the 
declaration by which the Protestant 
succession is secured would be approved 
by any considerable body throughout 
this island. Although the desire is very 
strong to live on terms of peace and amity 
with their Roman Catholic brethren, yet 
they could not, even for such a prize as 
that, sacrifice a declaration upon an 
essential part of the British Constitution 
to which they have clung through so 
many years, and to which they still cling 
with unabated affection and fidelity. I 
earnestly pressed upon your Lordships 
not to adopt a course so very remote 
from our ordinary practice, such as send- 
ing this Report back without a hint what 
the Committee are to do. It looks very 
like a censure on the Committee. It is 
very difficult to separate it from that idea. 
By receiving this Report we shall by a 
smaller expenditure of time be able, by 
divisions taken in accordance with the 
ordinary forms of the House, to determine 
what the wishes of the House are and 
how far we can send to the other House 
a declaration, in substitution for the 
present, with which we are satisfied and 
which we can reasonably expect them 
to accept. 


against Transubstantiation. 


Viscount HALIFAX: My Lords, 
there seems to be some contusion of 
thought prevailing in this debate. The 
noble Earl beside me (Earl Grey) declared 
the Report of the Committee to be un- 
satisfactory, but he did not advocate any 
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measure which would admit a Roman 
Catholic to the Throne of this country. 
On the contrary, he pointed out that 
the security against a Roman Catholic 
enjoying the Crown was perfectly com- 
plete, for you have the Act of Settlement 
and the Bill of Rights on the one side, 
and the Coronation Oath on the other. 
The noble and learned Lord on the Wool- 
sack spoke as if the noble Earl was asking 


{8 Juty 1991} 


to have the Act of Settlement abolished | 


altogether. The noble Earl said nothing 
of the sort. The question before the 
House is not whether there should be a 
test, but what sort of test should be 
employed to prevent a Roman Catholic 
sitting on the Throne. The noble Mar- 
quess asked what objection is tuken to the 
proposal of the Committee. The objec- 
tion is that in order to prevent a Roman 
Catholic sitting on the Throne it is unjust 
to pick out the religious opinions of one 
portion of His Majesty’s subjects, and 
make them the test. Why should we 
not be satisfied with the same securities 
with which they are satisfied in Scotland ? 
Nobody suspects the Scotch nation of 
any desire to see the King of England a 
Roman Catholic. But if you take the 
declaration exacted from the King in 
regard to Scotland you will observe that 
the King is not required to make any 
profession of his own religion in regard 
to Scotland. He only swears that he 
will maintain inviolate the laws made 
in Scotland for securing the Protestant 
religion and Presbyterian Church Govern- 
ment. In England the King at his coro- 
nation swears in exactly the same way 
to maintain the laws for the settlement 
of religion in England, which include the 
maintenance of Episcopacy, which is a 
direct contradiction of the Presbyterian 
form of church government. In regard 


to England the King swears something | 


which is directly opposed to what he 
swears to in Scotland, which proves to 
demonstration that what the King does 
by this Oath is to promise to maintain 
the laws of the country both in England 
and Scotland. The late Queen at her 
coronation swore to maintain the rights 
of the Church of England and the Church 
of Ireland. We know, not only that 
Queen Victoria consented to the dis- 
establishment and disendowment of the 
Trish Church, but that it was through 
her influence that this House was brought 
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to consent to it ; but nobody except a few 
Orangemen accused Her Majesty of 
violating her Coronation Oath. Why is 
it necessary to impose on the Sovereign 
a declaration which is distasteful to many 
millions of His Majesty’s subjects, when 
there is ample security for preserving the 
Crown in the hands of non-Roman 
Catholics in the Coronation Oath and the 
Act of Settlement ? It appears to me, 
if I may judge by the speech of the noble 
Marquess, that the Government are 
losing a great opportunity. They are 
in possession of one of the largest majori- 
ties ever known, and I cannot under- 
stand why the noble Marquess does not 
take the bull by the horns and say, what 
every sensible person outside is saving, 
that if there must be an additional test it 
would be quite sufficient to ask the King 
to declare that he is a bona fide et animo 
member of the Chureh of England. and 
is prepared to defend her rights. This 
declaration comes to us with a tainted 
history. It is the core of the legislation 
which deprived Roman Catholics of their 
rights for 150 years, and it is associated 
with the judicial murder of Lord Statford 
for supposed complicity in a plot which 
had no existence, and with the infamous 
and unblushing perjuries of Titus Oates. 
It is said that in reforming this declara- 
tion we shall be no worse off than we are 
now. I absolutely traverse that asser- 
tion. In so far as it is altered and rein- 
forced it will come back to us.not as some- 
thing which we inherited two hundred 
years ago, but as the deliberate opinion 
of this House. I for one, if I stand alone, 
shall divide the House against it when 
the Bill is introduced to reimpose that 
declaration. I am perfectly satisfied that 


sooner or later this declaration will 
disappear. It is neither just nor right 


to continue a declaration which implies 
that the King’s Roman Catholic subjects 
are disloyal, and it is not wise to continue 
the declaration in a form which is an 


insult to many millions of His Majesty’s 


subjects. 


*THeE Lorp BisHop or ELY: My 
Lords, I confess for my part that I de 
not see how the statement in the Declara- 
tion that certain Roman Catholic doe- 
trines are contrary to the Protestant 
religion will secure the Protestant sueces- 
sion, and, moreover, the Report is not 
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satisfactory to Roman Catholic members | 
of your Lordships’ House for technical | 


reasons. I presume that our object in 
referring this matter to the Committee 
was that they should maintain the 
Declaration in such a form as to secure 
the Protestant succession and yet remove 
the language which was offensive to our 
Roman Catholic fellow subjects. It seems 
to me that there should have been on the 
Committee one or two persons acquainted 
with theological language and one or two 
members of the House who hold the 
Roman Catholic faith. Then the obvious 
flaws in the Report wouldnot have arisen, 
and it would have formed the foundation 
of an Act of Parliament without a theo- 
logical discussion, for which this House 
is unfitted. If the Committee could so 
word the Declaration as to entirely avoid 
any terms likely to raise a theological 
discussion in your Lordships’ House, | 
think it would be well to adopt the motion 
to refer it back. 


THe Lorp ArcHBIsHop orf CAN- 
TERBURY: My Lords, after what has 
fallen from the noble Marquess at the 
head of the Government and from 
several leading Members of the House, 
I do not think that we should gain by 
going to a division upon this question. 
| have put before you a motion which I 
think would have done more to get us 
out of the present difficulty than any 
other mode of dealing with that difficulty. 
But the Government object to it, and the 
Leader of the Opposition, who at first 
seemed inclined to agree to it, afterwards 
withdrew what he had previously said ; 
and, taken altogether, I suppose in such a 
division as I should wish to have it is 
quite certain that the motion that I 
have made would be defeated by a very 
considerable majority. 1 think enough 
has been said to show why, in our judg- 
ment, this mode of dealing with the 
matter should have been taken. Of 
course, one has to reckon with the sus- 


ceptibilities of the present Com- 
mittee, and also with the suscepti- 
bilities of those who appointed the 


Committee; and it would, therefore. 
be very difficult, even if we did increase 
the Committee and refer the Report back 
to them, to obtain a much better Report 
than we have got. I do not myself feel 
sure that it would be impossible. I, 


The Lovd Bishop of Ely. 


{i.ORDS} 
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think that the members of the Com- 
mittee would themselves be ready to 
alter various things that are in this 
Declaration which must be altered some- 
how or other, and I do not think that 
the fact that they had previously agreed 
to the Report ought to make them un- 
willing to reconsider it when they find. 
that there are those who can point out 
very serious flaws in it. But it is evident 
that the Government are against me, 
and I suppose the great majority of the 
House are against me, some for one reason. 
and some for another, and I do not like, 
therefore, to press this motion to a 
division. It must not be supposed be- 
cause we do not press the motion to a 
division that therefore we are not going,. 
when a further opportunity comes, to 
criticise the Report in all its details. I 
think it wi!l be well to postpone all that 
until we actually have the Bill before us: 
It will be open to us to discuss the Bill in 


against Transubstantiation. 


the usual manner, and there will be 
opportunities for suggesting Amend- 
ments in Committee, and of those 


tunities we shall be prepared to avail 
ourselves to the full. I.do not know 
that anything would be gained at present 
by our coming to a decision in such 
circumstances, and with your Lordships’ 
permission I am prepared to sit quiet 
and not to say “content” when the 
Lord Chancellor puts my motion. 


On Question, “ That the Report be 
referred back to the Committee for 


_ further consideration, and that the Com- 


mittee be enlarged by the appointment of 
additional members,” resolved in the 
negative. 


Tue Lorp Bishop or SALISBURY, 
who had an Amendment on the Paper— 


“To leave out the following words ‘do 
believe that in the Sacrament of the Lord’s 
Supper there is not any Transubstantiation of 
the elements of bread and wine into the Body 
and Blood of Christ at or after the consecra- 
tion thereof by any person whatsoever,’ and to 
insert in lieu thereof the words, ‘humbly and 
sincerely profess my Faith in the Gospel of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, as taught by the Reformed 
Church of England as by Law established, and 
do reject the Doctrines of the Church of Rome 
on the supremacy, infallibility, and dispensing 
power of the Pope, and on Transubstantia- 
tion,’” 


said: My Lords, there are three points 
in the Amendment—the first is to secure 
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that the declaration shall be more HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Christian ; the second, that it shall be in 
better taste ; and the third, that it shall Monday, 8th July, 1901. 
be in better taste. It is quite sufficient 
now to say that I believe the declaration 
may be made better and more full than PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 
has yet been suggested by any speaker. ns 





A Noste Lorp: May I ask whether | P ppt bn tes Pa Me My 
the House will be givena further oppor-| [y79 COMPLIED WITH). NQUIRED 


junity of discussing the Report, or is the : 2 
liscussion finished ? i Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
alee Report from one of the Examiners of 


Tur Eart or HALSBURY: As far! Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


; ane case of the following Bill, originatir 
s I understand, the discussion is finished | C8°, ° 8 » originating 
a8 'in the Lords, and referred on the First 


iltogether. There is no motion before | : ; 5 : 
the “House. I am strongly of opinion | Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 


that we have been out of order ever since : 
the discussion began. A Bill will be | Te applicable thereto, have been com- 


introduced and will go through the | plied with, viz, :— 

ordinary legislative process of Second | Hendon Tramways Bill [Lords]. 
Reading and Committee stage, and there | “_ : 

will be ample opportunity to discuss Ordered, That the Bill be 
Amendments. 


read a 
/ second time. 


—s , | PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] 
HOUSES OF THE LABOURING CLASSES.; (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE 

THERETO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon tie Table 
|Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bilis, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. ;— 


Commons’ Message of the 13th of June 
last considered (according to Order), 
moved that this House do concur in 
the following resolution communicated 
by the Commons, namely, “ That it is 
expedient that a Joint Committee of 
Lords and Commons be appointed to 
consider the Standing Orders relating to 
houses occupied by persons of the labour- 


ing class and the clauses usually inserted Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
in Private and Local Bills and Provisional | (No. 7) Bill [Lords]. 

Order Confirmation Bills in pursuance | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
thereof; and to report whether any | (No. 8) Bill [Lords]. 

Amendments should be made in such. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
Standing Orders and clauses, and especi- | (No. 9) Bill [Lords]. 

ally whether any and what provision | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
should be made for better securing the (No. 11) Bill [Lords]. 

re-housing of all persons of the labouring | Water Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
class who may be displaced in connection Bill [Lords]. 

with the undertakings to which the Water Orders Confirmation (No. 2) 
Bills relate, whether displaced under the | Bill [Lords]. 


powers given by the Bills, or otherwise.”| dered, That the Bills be read a second 
(The Lord Belper). | time to-morrow. 


Agreed to; and a Message ordered | 3 Ls See Cesena he 
to be sent to the Commons to acquaint sincgaigiiaasnaiaaceilinncshvodaiaea 


them therewith. | NEWRY PORT AND HARBOUR TRUST 
| BILL. 
House adjourned at five minutes | TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL, 
it S f the clock, till | , ‘ 
amen, half-past “Ten of | Lords’ Amendments considered. and 
the clock. | agreed to. 


282 





1135 Private Bill {COMMONS} Business. 1136 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS No. 6) BILL [Lords]. 


FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, w ith | 
Amendments. 


AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 


{Lords}. 
As amended, considered ; An Amend- 


ment made; Bill to be read the third | without amendment. 


time. 


| 


| 


| AYR COUNTRY BUILDINGS PROVI- 


| 
SOUTH!WESTERN AND ISLE OF WIGHT | 


JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


CORK, BLACKROCK, AND PASSAGE 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


|[Unper THE Private Lecistatron Procepvre 


| 


| 


/EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 


DONCASTER TITHE TRUST BILL [Lords]. 
EASTON AND CHURCH HOPE RAILWAY 


BILL [Lords]. 


FRESHWATER, YARMOUTH, AND NEW- 
PORT RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


LEEDS CHURCHES BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. | 


| 


RUGBY WATER AND IMPROV — 


BILL [Lords]. 
SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [L ords]. | 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 
, BILL [Lords]. 


WESTON-SUPER-MARE GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 


/ upon the Table. 


| 
| 


| to-morrow. 
| 


RAILWAY (NEW ROSS AND WATER.- | 


FORD EXTENSION) BILL. 


Ordered, That,in the case of the Dublin, | 


Wicklow, and Wexford Railway (New 
Ross and Waterford Extension) Bill, 


| MANCHESTER AN.) LIVERPOOL ELEC 


Standing Orders 84, 214, 215, and 239. 


be suspended, and that the Bill be’ 
now taken into consideration provided | 


amended prints shall have been pre- | 


viously deposited —(Mr. Caldwell.) 
Bill accordingly considered, as amended. 


Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 and 


| 
| 


243 be suspended, and that the Bill be | 


now read the third time.—(Vr. Caldwell.) | 


Bill accordingly read the third time, | 


and passed. 


| 


| 


| Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


| to-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [Lords]. 


TION BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and_ passed, 


SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


(Scotian) Act, 1899.] 
Read a second time ; to be considered 


ORDER CONFIRMATION (LONDON) 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lords]. 

Reported, without amendment [Pro- 


| visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
‘morrow. 


| PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments [Pro- 
| visional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie 


Bill, as amended, to be considered 


WISBECH WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Reported with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Sir Lewis M'‘Iver reported from the 

Committee on the Manchester and Liver 

pool Electric Express Railway Bill [ Lords}, 

That, for the convenience of Members. 

the Committee had adjourned until 

Wednesday at Eleven of the clock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to Burges 
Hill Water Bill, without amendment. 


That they have agreed to Stroué 
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PETITIONS. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS AND BURGH LAND TAX 


RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 


lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 


ILL. 


Petition from Llandrillo, in favour ; 
io lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BILL. 
Petition from 
lie upon the Table. 


Corwen, 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE 


TION SCHOOLS). 


of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from East Ham 
(five); Bradford; Horsham;  Pad- 
dington; Hatfield; and Broad Oak ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ORDERS !CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 5th July ; Mr. Gerald Balfour] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 255. ] 


TRAMWAYS 


SEA FISHERIES ACT, 1868. 

Copy presented, of Report of the Board 
of Trade under Part III. of the Act. 
Orders for Fishery Grants, 1900-1901 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 256.] 

TECHNICAL EDUCATION (APPLICATION 

OF FUNDS BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 

Return presented, relative thereto 
[ordered 21st May 1900 ; Sir John Gorst]; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 257.] 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 
Copy presented, of Order in Council | 
of 15th June, 1901, fixing the rate of | 





{8 JuLy 1901} 


aisle ° ° | 
Petitions in favour of re-enactment, | 
irom Cumbernauld ; and Caithness ; to | 


| Supplementary 


'on 13th December, 1900, between Great 
| Britain and the United States of America 


against ; to) 


AND EVENING CONTINUA: | 


Petition from Llanelly, for alteration | 


Revorts, &e. 1138 


| salary to be paid to the superintendent 
| in the establishment of the Commissioners 


of Northern [by Act]; 


Lighthouses 


| to lie upon the Table. 


EXTRADITION ACTS, 1870 to 1895. 

Copy presented, of Order in Council of 
26th June, 1901, giving effect to a 
Convention concluded 


for the mutual extradition of fugitive 
criminals [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA COMPANY. 
Copy presented, of Financial Statement 
for 1899 and Estimates for 1901-2 


[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 4th July, 1901, declaring that 
William Tibbitts, labourer, Royal Gun 
Factory, War Office Department, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Cci- 
tificate through inadvertence on the part 
of the Head of his Department [by Act] 
to lie upon the Table. 


LOCOMOTIVES ON HIGHWAYS 
(SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of the Light Loco- 
motives on Highways (Scotland) Regu- 
lations 1896, dated 3rd December 1896 
[by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


AFRICA (No. 5) 1901. 
Copy presented, of Correspondence 
respecting the rising of the Mullah 


Muhammed Abdullah, in Somaliland, 
and consequent military operations, 


1899-1901 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Supreme Court (Rules).—Copy of Rules 
of the Supreme Court, dated 4th July, 


/ 1901 [by Act]. 


TITHE RENT-CHARGE (RATING) ACT, 
1899 (AMOUNTS PAID TO ADMINIS- 
TRATIVE COUNTIES AND BOROUGHS). 
Order [2nd July] for Return relative 

thereto read, and discharged ; and instead 

thereof :— 
Tithe Rent-charge (Rating) Act, 1899 

(Amounts paid to Administrative 
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Counties 


Questions, 


and 


{COMMONS} 
Boroughs). — Return 


Questions, 1140 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: Will the 


ordered, ‘‘ showing the amounts paid in | right hon. Gentleman fix a time ? 
respect of each Administrative County 


or County Borough during the period 
between the 15th day of September, 
1899 and the 31st day of March 1901, 
in respect of the payment of half the rates 
on the Tithe Rent Charge under the 
Tithe Rent-charge (Rating) Act, 1899.”"— 
(Mr. Alfred Hutton.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—MR. KRUGER’S 
TREASURE. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies if he has or 
will procure information as to whether 
treasure, valued at £2,000,000, of ex- 
President Kruger, which was discovered 
at Delagoa Bay, and to the seizure of 
which the Portuguese Government con- 
sented, but which was not taken owing 
to the inefficiency of the individual 
employed by the British representative, 
is now being used to supply munitions 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA COMPANY’S 
ACCOUNTS. 

Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
if he will explain the reason of the delay 
in the accounts of the British South 
Africa Company for the financial years 
ending 3lst March, 1899 and 1900, 
being laid upon the Table. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have 
to-day laid on the Table of the House 
the financial statement of revenue and 
expenditure of Southern Rhodesia up 
to the 3lst March, 1899, which is the 
/only one of the accounts required under 
l'the Charter which has reached me at 
| present. The company is being pressed 
'to furnish other similar outstanding 
| accounts, and they will be laid as soon 
as received. I understand that the 
delay in furnishing these accounts is 
largely due to the war. 











Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 


of war to the Boers who are still fighting | 8.): Will the right hon. Gentleman tell 


a g naniy ? 
The SECRETARY or STATE ror | ee ae 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, | 
Birmingham, W.): I have no informa- | BOER LOSSES. 

tion as to any such treasure, valued at| Sip EDGAR VINCENT (Exeter): I 
£2,000,000, as the hon. Member refers | beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
to, nor as to the use which ex-President | War if he can state the number of Boers 
Kruger is making of any fundz in his killed, wounded, and taken prisoners 





possession. gj 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I have not, 
I think, got an answer to my question. 
I asked the right hon. Gentleman 
whether he would procure information 
on the subject. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I shall be 
delighted to make inquiry if the hon. 
Member will give me any data on which 
I can base an inquiry. At present I 
have no reason to suppose that there is 
any truth in the suggestion. 


Mr. ALFRED DAVIES: I have a 
person from Delagoa Bay here in London 
who will give the right hon. Gentleman 
every information. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : If the per- 
son from Delagoa Bay will communicate 
with me at the Colonial Office—— g 


‘from among the active force of the 
|enemy for the months of March, April, 
| May, and June. 

| THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
‘THE WAR OFFICE (Lord STANLEY, 
| Lancashire, Westhoughton) : The totals 
‘of killed, wounded, and prisoners were 
1,472 for March, 2,434 for April, 2,640 
for May, and 1,538 for Junes The 
figures for the last month, however, are 
not complete. 


| 


| VLAKFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT—FALSE 
NEWS FROM THE FRONT. 
| *Mr. ARTHUR LEE (Hampshire, Fare- 
ham): I wish to ask the Secretary of 
‘State for War a question of which I 
have given him private notice, namely, 
whether his attention has been drawn 
tothe statements made in to-day’s Daily 
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Mail with reference to alleged Boer; Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
atrocities at Vlakfontein ; whether, in | E.): When the noble Lord is making the 
view of his recent official denial of a inquiry promised, will he also inquire 
portion of those statements, he will into that portion of the correspondent’s 
make further special inquiries with the letter which says that General Dixon’s 
view of ascertaining the exact facts; | force on this occasion was returning 
and whether, if the Daily Mail’s state- | from a farm-burning expedition ? 
ments are false, he will have the guilty | 

correspondent severely punished for 
publishing reports which tend to in- 
flame public feeling and cause much 
suffering to the friends and relatives of | 
the alleged victims. | 


[No answer was given. ] 


34 COURTS-MARTIAL. 
Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
_W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): May for War if he can tell the House the 
T call your attention, Sir, to the constant number of courts-martial held last year 
rule of the Table to refuse a question ‘jn Africa, elsewhere, and on civilians 
referring to individual newspapers ! respectively. 
For instance, I put down a question ‘ 
referring to Mrs. Christian De Wet and) [orp STANLEY: The numbers of 
the Daily News. The name of the courts-martial held in South Africa were 
newspaper was struck out at the Table. 6,355, and elsewhere 9,937. No informa- 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Probably, if the tion as regards civilians being tried by 
hon. Member’s question was brought court-martial, if such cases have occurred, 
to the Table, the reference to the news-_ !8 4Vailable. 
paper would be struck out, but I think | Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And now 
Iam right in saying that the hon. Mem-! can we have the results of them 2 
bers question was allowed to stand, | 
although the reference to the Daily News | *\Wp SPEAKER: Order. order! That 
was struck out. does not arise out of the question. 


Lorp STANLEY: My right hon. | 
friend is unfortunately absent through | 7 ppack NEGOTIATIONS WITH 
a family bereavement. My attention | “3° GENERAL BOTHA. 
has only just been drawn to the state- | Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
cing yor in this tn, yal I re | Boroughs) : [beg ie ask the Secretary of 
not yet had an opportunity of reading | state for War whether he has received a 
them, but I think on behalf of my right 'despateh from Lord Kitchener giving a 
_ mage t can certainly — ‘fuller account than is contained in the 
aaa po . think greg ace telegram of 1st March of the conference 
silts ‘ appa Ss took place between him and 
_ behalf of the Commander-in-Chiet | General Berke ot Middleburg ; and, if so, 
in South Africa that if these statements, | _ | laidteiniak: Seitelican: te the 
deliberately made in a letter which the | Mich OP ie 00 ee, eee 
Commander-in-Chief holds not to be)“ )° % “2° *O0US® 
accurate in a telegram, can be proved Lorp STANLEY : No. Sir 
against this correspondent he will be | myo poy eis ith: ea 
most severely dealt with. At the same |= -8 "NS Tens: 
time, may I ask the House to be good | SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—MR. RHODES 
enough, if it wants further information, | AND THE MILITARY AUTHORITIES. 
‘to postpone asking for it for a few days,| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
‘during which time we shall make all the | the Secretary of State for War whether 
necessary inquiries. I will undertake | he is aware that, after the raising of the 
to give hon. Members notice when we get | siege of Kimberley, Mr. Rhodes sent a 
an answer to the questions to be put to | representative of the De Beers Mines to 
the Commander-in-Chief in South Atrica, | Cape Town to insist on stores being sent 
so that a question can be put down to|to Kimberley, and that the military 
which I hope we can give a satisfactory | authorities acceded to this request under 
answer. | protest, and that it was arranged that 
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one hundred tons of stores should be sent 
daily to Kimberley ; will he explain why 
the military authorities sanctioned this 
use of the single line ot railway by which 
the sick and wounded were kept without 
tood or medical appliances ; and did the 
civil authorities at the Cape, as -repre- 
senting the Colonial Office, press the 
demand of Mr. Rhodes or his company. 


Lorp STANLEY : [ have no informa- 
tion on the points raised by the question, 
but it was obviously necessary to send 
stores to Kimberley on its relief to feed 
the garrison and civil population, as well 
as the sick and wounded. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 1 shall 
repeat this question to a responsible 
Cabinet Minister to-morrow. 


BRITISH FORCES IN SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for War whether 
he will state in round numbers the torce 
at present under the command of Lord 
Kitchener in South Africa, anc the num- 
ber of this force unavailable for active 
service owing to its being rendered ineftec- 
tive by disease or by inability te proceed 
to the front by reason of garrison duty or 
civil duties. 


Lorp STANLEY: There are 251,000 
troops in South Africa, of whom about 
14,000 are sick. There are no Returns 
which would enable me to give any 
detailed information. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Cannot you 
get the information ? 
LorpD STANLEY: I am afraid not. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Not even 

specific ” information ? 


oe 


HOSPITAL SHIP “« MAINE ”’— 
PRESENTATION TO THE NATION. 
Mr. CHARLES WILSON (Hull, W.): 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether the Government have had 
the gratuitous services during the war 
of the hospital steamer ‘ Maine,” and 
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United States of America, and has been 
accepted by the Government; and 
whether, if so, what public acknow- 
ledgment has been made or is intended 
to be made of Mr. Baker’s gift. 


Questions. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA. 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I think that the utmost publicity 
has been given to the thanks of this 
country for the most noble and generous 
gift in the recognition given by the First 
Lord of the Admiralty in another place 
and by my hon. friend the Financial 
Secretary to the Admiralty in this House, 
I am not aware of any mode of giving 
publicity to national thanks more effec- 
tive than this. 


ARMY REMOUNTS—GLASGOW COR- 
PORATION HORSES. 

Mr. HUNTER CRAIG (Lanarkshire 
Govan): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for War whether his attention 
has been called to the fact that the 
Department has abstained recently from 
buying horses for the Army at the 
Glasgow Corporation horse sales, owing 
to the view taken by them that this 
stock of horses had not been replenished 
in recent years, and were worn out, 
and seeing that no less than 2,314 
‘horses, or 50 per cent. of the stock as at 
ith May last, were purchased during 
the last three years, including 714 
fresh young horses, purchased during 
1900, whether he will now renew  in- 
‘structions to purchase at these sales 
‘such horses as are suitable for Army 
work. 


| Lorp STANLEY : Attention has been 
|drawn to this matter, and any suitable 
| horses will be bought. 


GUN EXPLOSION AT 
FRESHWATER. 

Mr. BRASSEY (Oxfordshire, Ban- 
| bury): L beg to ask the Secretary of State 
|for War whether he can say where the 

gun which caused the death of Captain 

Bray and several artillerymen at Fresh- 
water on 25th June, on account of the 
breech-block blowing out, was made, 
and what tests it had undergone. 


| FATAL 
| 





whether this vessel has been offered as a | 
gift to the British nation by Mr. Baker, | 
a member of the mercantile marine of the; by Sir W. G. Armstrong, Whitworth 


Lorp STANLEY : The gun was made 
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and Co. It was subjected to the usual 
severe proof. 


DUNDALK BARRACKS. 
Mr. T. 


his attention has been called to the fact 
that Dundalk cavalry barracks, usually 
occupied by 600 to 800 troopers and 
horses, is now closed, although a former 
Commander-in-Chief stated that Dun- 
dalk was the healthiest 
cavalry horses in the three kingdoms, 
and that serious illness amongst the 
men was extremely rare; whether he 
is aware that the Militia encampment 
at Dundalk has also been done away 
with, and the new rifle range for which 
the Government pay a rent of £200 a 


year is unused ; can he state why these | 
measures have been resorted to, and |, 
whether it is intended permanently to 


abolish Dundalk as a military station ; 


and, if so, what are the grounds for this | 


decision, and who is responsible for it. 


LorD STANLEY : It has been decided, 
on grounds of military efficiency, to 
give up Dundalk barracks to a_ brigade 
division of field artillery. The Militia 
camp has not been done away with, 
though the Militia did not train there 
this year. The rent of the range is 
£150, not £200 as stated. Changes in 
the equipment of the range are under | 
consideration. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Then has it been 
decided to substitute artillery for the 
cavalry 2 


Lorp STANLEY : Yes. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: And when will 


the change be made ? 


Lorp STANLEY : I cannot say. 


INDIAN FINANCIAL STATEMENT. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for India whether with the view 
of making accurate comparisons with 
previous year’s East India accounts, 
he can arrange for the totals appearing 
in the Explanatory Memorandum of | 
the Indian Financial Statement of | 


{8 JuLy 1901} 


M. HEALY: I beg to ask’ 
the Secretary of State for War whether | 


station for 


| tions 


‘where he still remains ; 
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| Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
| INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 

Ealing): The sovereign having been 
/made legal tender in India at the rate 
of £1 to 15 rupees, it was decided last 
year that in the accounts laid before 
Parliament the figures should be given 
in pounds, those relating to Indian 
_ transactions being converted at 15 rupees 
to the pound, and in the statement of 
net income and expenditure the accounts 
since 1888-9 have been revised, for 
the purpose of comparison. Some tem- 
porary inconvenience is unavoidably 
caused by this change; but it would 
be much more inconvenient to revert to. 
the system of presenting the figures in 
| tens of rupees. 


| HONDURAS—CASE OF MR. McGUINNE. 

Mr. O’'DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether his attention 
has been called to the case of John 
McGuinne, a native of Tubbercurry, 
county Sligo, and for some time a resi- 
dent in Honduras, who has during the 
| past two years been subjected to persecu- 
by the Honduras authorities ; 
whether he is aware that this man, who 
is possessed of property in that country, 
was arrested by the authorities of the 
Department of Caban on the 9th of July, 
1899, and detained in prison for ninety- 
three days, after which, on his release, 


/he demanded compensation as a British 


subject, and was again put into prison, 
and whether 
| steps will be taken by the Foreign Office 


‘to inquire into the circumstances of this 


case with the view of securing redress for 
| MeGuinne. 

THe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE: 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Viscount 
| CRANBORNE, Rochester) : John McGuinne 
was convicted of an assault upon a 
local judge in July, 1900, and im- 
prisoned at Santa Rosa, in Honduras. 
On appeal the conviction was upheld, 
and Mr. MecGuinne was sentenced to five 
years imprisonment. In September he 
communicated with ‘Her Majesty’s 
Minister, who made immediate repre- 
sentations on his behalf on the ground 
that the evidence against him was not 
strong, that he had suffered material 


this year to be stated in tens of rupees. | losses, and that he had been detained 
| 
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{ 


three months in prison before trial. | but I am afraid that it is possible that 
The sentence was in consequence can-| the printing may not be completed and 
celled, and McGuinne was liberated and | the volume issued much before the end 
left Honduras. A sum of £200 offered | of this month. 

as compensation has been refused by him. | 


| FACTORY INSPECTORS AND THE 
NEWFOUNDLAND SHORE QUESTION. | INDUSTRIAL LAW COMMITTEE. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to | Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
ask the Under Secretary of State for|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Secretary | the Home Department whether he is 
‘of State will now produce the Report of | aware that His Majesty's lady inspectors 
the Royal Commission appointed a few | of factories and workshops, by lectures, 
years ago to inquire into the merits of| the writing of pamphlets, and advice, 
the French claim on the Newfoundland | take an active part in the work of a body 
shore; whether the British Govern-| called the Industrial Law Committee, 
ment has decided on the cession of | with which is connected a scheme termed 
Gambia to France as a compensation to ‘the Industrial Law Indemnity Fund, 
France in consideration of her claims to! established for the purpose of giving 
the Newfoundland shore not being | payment to certain informants under the 
pressed, or whether any such project | Factory Acts and Truck Acts; and 
has been under consideration; and | whether such action on the part of the 
whether, if it be not detrimental to the | Inspectors is within their official pro- 
public interest, he can now state what | vince and mm accordance with the terms 
steps are in contemplation, by concession, , of their appointments. 
pecuniary compensation, or otherwise, | 
to meet the claims of France. *THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
|HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Ritcuie, 
ViscounT CRANBORNE: (1) There Croydon): It is part of the duty of the 
is no intention of laying the Report factory inspectors to make known both 
before Parliament ; (2) the answer is in| to employers and to workpeople the 
the negative ; (3) no statement can be | requirements of the Factory Acts, and 
made on the subject at the present time. | lady inspectors as well as men inspectors 
| have done so by lectures and pamphlets 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Why cannot | of a strictly non-controversial character. 


the Report be presented ? | Some of these lectures have been given 
/in connection with the Industrial Law 
[No reply was given. ] | Committee, the object of whose “ In- 


'demnity Fund” is not to “ make pay- 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: This is a | ments to certain informants.” but to 
public document. Why will not the| give help to persons arbitrarily dis- 
noble Lord go into the matter? Because | missed for giving in court evidence which 
his father will not let him, I suppose. |they are required by law to give. All 
| that has been done by the lady inspectors 

| has had official sanction, and the objects 


REPORT OF ia—- of the indemnity fund were referred to 


y my “ESS rith ¢ 78 e 
*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester. | - Het predecessor with approval in th 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the | ; 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- | 
ment whether he can state when the | LASCARS ON P. AND O. BOATS. 
‘annual report of the Chief Inspector of! Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
Factories will be in the hands of Members. | to ask the President of the Board of Trade 
| whether his attention has been called to 
Toe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE | the judgment of Mr. Justice Mathew, 
FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. |in the King’s Bench, to the effect that 
JESSE COLLINGs, Birmingham, Bordes-| under the Merchant Shipping Act lascars 
ley): Every effort has been made to|and Europeans must be treated alike 
expedite the production of this report, with regard to the crew space ; and 
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whether the Board of Trade intend to | 
take any action in this matter. 


Questions. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
OF TRADE (Mr. GeraLp_ BALFour, 
Leeds, Central) : Yes, Sir, I have received 
a letter from the Peninsular and Oriental | 
Steam Navigation Company stating that | 
“the directors have decided not to appeal 
against the judgment given by Mr. 
Justice Mathew in this case. They will 
therefore take the necessary steps to give 
practical effect to the judgment in ques- 
tion as speedily as possible.” 








MERCHANT SHIPPING PASSENGER 
REGULATION. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I ne | 
to ask the President of the Board of | 
Trade if foreign ships sailing from | 
British ports carrying emigrants or | 
passengers are subject to the same regula- 
tions as British ships. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Every 
foreign steamship carrying more than 
twelve passengers between places in the 
United Kingdom is subject to the same 
regulations as British passenger steamers, 
and every foreign ship which takes on 
board at a port in the British Islands a 
sufficient number of steerage passengers 
to constitute her, either with or without 
the steerage passengers she already has 
on board, an emigrant ship within the 
meaning of the Merchant Shipping Act, 
is subject to the same regulations as 
British emigrant ships. 


LOANS UNDER THE LIGHT RAILWAYS 
ACT. 

Mr. O’MARA (Kilkenny, S8.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state the total 
amount issued by the Treasury under 
Clause 5 of the Light Railways Act, 
1896, the average rate of interest charged, 
how much has been repaid and how 
much principal and interest are now due, 
and the total amount issued as free grants, 
and to whom issued and for what light 
railways. 





I beg also to ask the President of the | 


{8 Juty 1901} 
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charged, and how much has been repaid 
and how much interest and principal 
are now due. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: | will 
answer the hon. Member’s two ques- 
tions together. No advances have 
actually been made under the Light 
Railways Act; but a statement of the 
sums promised by the Treasury will be 
found in a Return moved for by the hon. 
Member for the Leek Division of Stafford- 
shire and presented to the House in May 
last. I think the hon. Member will find 
that this Return gives all the informa- 
tion he requires. 


™ SLEAT AND MALLAIG MAILS. 

Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he has received a copy of a resolu- 
tion passed at a public meeting held at 
Sleat, in the island of Skye, on 6th June, 
1901, asking that a direct postal com- 
munication might be given between 
Sleat and Mallaig, instead of by the more 
circuitous route at present used; and 
whether the Postmaster General is able 
to accede to the wishes of the inhabitants 
ot that part of the island of Skye. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBER- 
LAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The Post- 
master General has received the resolu- 
tion referred to, and he is taking steps 
to ascertain whether arrangements can 
be made for affording a better postal 
service to Sleat via Mallaig than by the 
present route. 


EPIDEMICS IN BOARD SCHOOLS. 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether he is aware that, by the decision 
of the Board of Education not to compute 
the epidemic grant under Article 101 of 
the Day School Code according to the 
powers given the Board by the repeal of 
Clause 10 of the Elementary Education 
Act, 1891, the School Board for Notting- 





Board of Trade whether he can state | ham loses some £400 of grant otherwise 
the total amount issued by the Treasury | receivable, and the school boards of 
under the Light Railways Act, 1896, | England and Wales in all about £15,000, 
Clause 4, and the average rate of interest | and whether, before taking the decision 
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in question, he sought the opinion of 
the law officers of the Crown upon the 
question, and, if not, will he now do so. 


The following Question also appeared 
on the Paper :— 


Mr. BRIGG (Yorkshire, W.R., Keigh- 
ley): To ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
if he will submit to the law officers 
of the Crown the claim of school boards 
to have paid to them the fee grant, 
under Article 10 of the Code, which 
has been deducted for non-attendance 
of children caused by epidemic. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University): The Board of 
Education have no power under the 
Code to give fee grants to schools closed 
for epidemics. They do not consider it 
necessary to consult the law officers. 


NEW EDUCATION MINUTE. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Vice-President 
of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion whether he can state the number 
of schools affected by Section 21, Sub- 
section (ii), of the Minute of 3rd July, 
forbidding elementary school instruction 
in the same building as an evening school 
not conducted under the Elementary 
Education Acts without the consent of 
the Board, and what is the number of 
pupils receiving elementary instruction 
in these schools. 


Sir J. GORST: Elementary instruce- 
tion is not forbidden, but only schools 
of diverse types without the consent of 
the Board of Education in the same 
building. There are no returns which 
enable me to answer the second para- 
graph. 


Mr. CHANNING: Cannot the right 
hon. Gentleman give the number of 
schools affected ? 


Sir J. GORST: No, Sir, it is impos- 
sible. 


Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 


Council on Education whether he can | 
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state what will be the number of persons 
excluded from the calculation of grants 
for any school under the provisions of 


|the Minute of 3rd July restricting the 


attendances counted to those under 
fifteen years of age. 


Sir J. GORST: None will be ex- 
cluded, because there will be none in 
evening schools conducted as _ public 
elementary schools. 


Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether, having regard to the fact that 
the superior age limit for evening school 
pupils was entirely removed in 1893, he 
will state the grounds which have led 
the Board of Education now to propose, 
in the Minute laid upon the Table on 
3rd July, that in a public elementary 
evening school no attendances may be 
counted for grants in any school year 
in respect of any scholar who has at 
the commencement of the school year 
attained the age of fifteen. 


Sir J. GORST: Yes; the grounds 
which have led the Board of Education 
to put this provision in the Minute are 
a desire to comply with the law. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Is it not the 
fact that the Cockerton judgment dealt 
with the appropriation of rates and not 
of grants to these schools ? 


Sir J. GORST: The Board of Educa- 
tion are of opinion that it would be 
improper to offer grants to schools which 
are not being conducted according to 
the law. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask 
the Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education whether, having 
regard to the statement of the Memoran- 
dum attached to the Evening Schools 
Minute of 3rd July to the effect that 
grants will be paid to evening schools 
which are public elementary schools, for 
such part of the instruction specified in 
the Minute as may legally be given in 
such schools, it is the intention of the 
Board of Education to indicate what 
instruction may and may not be legally 
given in a public elementary evening 
school. 
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Sir J. GORST: No; it is, as I have 
before pointed out to the hon. Member, 
no part of the duty of the Board of 
Education to instruct school boards 
beforehand as to their application of the 
school fund. It would be the duty of 
the Board of Education to withhold 
grants from schools conducted in disre- 
gard of the law. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: How, then, are 
the school boards to determine what 
subjects are legal and what are not 
legal ? 

Sir J. GORST: If the school boards 
will consult the hon. Member, they will 
no doubt find that he seems to have 
very strong opinions on the subject. 


Mr. YOXALL: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman what is the duty of the 
Board of Education ? 


[No answer was returned. ] 


Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax) : I beg to ask 


the Vice-President of the Committee of | 


Council on Education if the regulation 
in the Minute of 3rd July, which provides 
that applications from evening schools 
to be recognised by the Department must 
be made before Ist August, will be relaxed 
in view of the short time remaining 
for the managers to consider the changes 
introduced, and to decide if they can carry 
on the schools under the new conditions. 


Sir J. GORST: The words “as a 
rule ” will be very liberally construed this 
year. But it will greatly facilitate the 
speedy sanction of schools if, in cases 
where there is no difficulty, the applica- 
tion is made as soon as possible. 


Mr. WHITLEY: Is the right hon. 


Gentleman aware that the Minute does | 


not become law until a month has ex- 
pired, and that, therefore, the managers 


of schools would be acting illegally if they | 
took action under a Minute which had | 


no force in law ? 


Sir J. GORST: No, Sir; they would | 
There is a great | 
deal to be done before the Minute becomes | 
law, and they can at once enter into | 


not be acting illegally. 


correspondence with the Board of Educa- 
tion. 
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Mr. WHITLEY : I beg to ask the Vice- 


President of the Committee of Council 
on Education if, under the Minute of 
3rd July, evening continuation schools 
which are not maintained by a school 
board out of the school fund can obtain 
grants for the instruction in elementary 
subjects of persons of fifteen years of age 
and upwards ; and if it will be impossible 
to continue the existing system of one 
and a half hours of instruction per 
evening divided into two lessons of three- 
quarters of an hour each. 


Sir J. GORST: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative, and 
to the second in the negative. 


Mr. WHITLEY: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education if, under the 
Minute of 3rd July, the requirement that 
the school must have adequate local 
support refers to subscriptions, or rate 
aid, or fees, and if he can indicate what 
regulations will be made to define the 
adequacy of such local support. 


Sir J. GORST: The requirement 
refers to all or any of these sources of 
income. No general regulations as to 
adequacy of local support can be made. 
It depends on the circumstances of each 
case. 


Mr. WHITLEY: May I ask, will the 
decision be in the hands of the local 
inspectors or in those of the Board of 
Educationas to what constitutes adequate 
local support ? 


Sir J. GORST: The Board of Eduea- 


| tion. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS ACCOMMODA- 
TION 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg to 
‘ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether it is his intention to prepare a 
Supplementary Estimate for the altera- 
'tions recommended by the House of 
Commons Accommodation Committee ; 
if not, whether the House will have an 
opportunity of discussing the recom- 
mendations ; and what course he means 
| to pursue in regard to the second Report 
| presented by the Committee. 

\ 
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THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or| *Mr. WYNDHAM: The negotiations 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuatas, Kent, | for the sale of the Limerick portion of 
St. Augustine’s) : [amin communication | this estate have been stayed by the Land 
with the Treasury on this subject. In| Judge pending the sale of the Queen’s 
any case the House will have an oppor- |} County portion of the same property. 
tunity of discussing the recommendations 





of the Committee on the Vote for the COST OF CONVEYING IRISH 


pe of se rer which I | PRISONERS. 
will ask my right hon. friend to putdown| yp GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
for an early date. It is not for me to take I ve: eS 
Tell uds thes eenle’ Mama. ak Wen | beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Con cine ™ oe "© | Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
— | attention has been called to the refusal 
of the Cork County Council to pay 
IRELAND—INTIMIDATION AT BALLY- £9 4s. expenses incurred in following 
MOTE, CO. SLIGO. :|and bringing back to Mallow from 
Mr. O’DOWD: I beg to ask the| London a prisoner who had_ escaped 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- | from the custody of the constables ; and, 
tenant of Ireland will he say by whose | seeing that the escape of said prisoner 
authority the Ballymote (county Sligo) | was owing to the carelessness of the 
band, while returning to town on Sunday | constables who had him in custody, 
the 23rd ultimoafter practice, was stopped | whether the demand for the expenses 
by a body of police in charge of two | will be persisted in. 
sergeants, who forced them on a cir- *Mr. WYNDHAM : The refusal of the 
cuitous route of several miles ; and how seamed 
: . county council is founded on a mis- 
he can account for this action on the part} Re the fi = : 
f the police | apprehension of the tacts. The prisoner 
- ; | was not in custody until he was arrested 
“tus CHIBE SECRETARY row mn. |!* bandon, He has. not ape frm 
EanD Glc. Wreomam, Dover): Tie] oo” we a ak 
ice he as believe thi ° ‘ 
police had good reason to believe that the pursuit and apprehension of the aecused 
object of the band, accompanied by a i Se ; 
oa . “must be repaid by the council pursuant 
crowd of persons, was to hold a meeting ite pi, are ; 
net | to Section 4 of the 14 and 15 Vict. cap.85. 
on an evicted farm, and to intimidate the | 
caretaker. The action of the police was) Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Should 
directed to prevent such intimidation not the cost be recoverable from the 
and to protect the person at whom it Imperial Exchequer instead of from the 
P ] | 
was aimed. county council, which has nothing to do 
with criminals ? 


FITZMAURICE ESTATE, LIMERICK. | *Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand not 


Mr. LUNDON (Limerick, E.): I beg) under this section. 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Assizes. The expenses incurred in the 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is BARROW DRAINAGE. 
aware that some few years ago negotia-| yp DELANY (Queen’s County, 


tions were opened for sale to the tenants Ossory): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
03 the per mane pepe the wets tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
iands of Coolna down and Clougheready, | whether he can state the result of his 
in the county of Limerick, and ACTOSS | consideration of the question of the 
the boundary in county Tipperary, drainage of the Barrow; and whether 
under the 40th pore of the et °! it is the intention of the Government to 
1896 ; whether Mr. Stokes, of 62, Daw- | introduce a Bill dealing with the question 
son Street, Dublin, is still receiver on the | | oxt session. 

estate; whether he is aware that the 

mortgages on it more than cover the} *Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to both 
value of it; and whether he will put | queries isin the negative. I have under- 
himself in communication with the Land | taken to consider this question in con- 
Commission so as to bring the sale of the nection with others of a similar character 


estate to an issue. |during the recess. 
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Questions. 
IRISH LAND—FAIR RENTS. 


1157 


Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary, 8.): I beg, 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is| 
aware that a number of farmers can | 
neither get a fair rent fixed nor purchase | 
their holdings because of having a sub- | 
tenancy, no matter how small, whereas | 
the sub-tenant can get a fair rent fixed | 
and the direct tenant has to pay the old | 
rent in full; and whether he will take | 
steps to remove the grievance complained | 


of. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question, as | 
framed, is too indefinite for a reply. The 
subject of sub-letting was considered and 
dealt with by Section 7 of the Land Act 
of 1896. 

Mr. CULLINAN: Do not the Com- 
missioners administer the Act in a 
manner which is not in accordance 
with the law, and the interpretation 
put upon it by the right hon. Gentleman ? 


R. I. C—PRESSURE ON MEMBERS OF | 
PARLIAMENT. 

Mr. REDDY (King’s County, Birr) : 
[ beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been called to the action of 
the members of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary in different parts of Ireland 
who oblige publicans in the small towns 
to sign a printed circular asking 
members of this House to support their 
claims to an increase in their salaries ; 
whether he will at once institute a public 
inquiry into such conduct, with a view 
to protecting these publicans; and 
whether, pending such inquiry, he will 
ask the Inspector General to prevent the | 
police from continuing such action. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Inspector 
General is not aware of any proceeding 
on the part of the police such as that | 
referred to in this question. If, however, | 
any case of the kind referred to can be 
quoted by the hon. Member, it will at 


once be inquired into if he will communi- 


cate particulars to me. 


Mr. DILLON: May I ask the right 
hon. Gentleman is it permitted to the 
Irish police to send round circulars 
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jasking the constituents to call on the 


Members for their district to support. 
their claims for an increase of pay? I 
have received a number of these circular 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think it would 
be a distinct violation of the regulations, 
and if the hon. Member will give me any 
case I will inquire into it. 


Mr. DILLON: I shall have much 
pleasure in sending the right hon. 
Gentleman several such circulars. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
These circulars have been sent to a large 
number of Members. I, too, have received 
several. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) : Does 
the same ruling apply to other branches 
of the public service ? 


[ No answer was returned. ] 


IRISH LAND QUESTION—MOUNT- 
MELLICK RESOLUTION. 

Mr. DELANY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received a resolu- 
tion passed unanimously by the Mount- 
mellick District Council at the meeting 
on the 22nd ultimo, to the effect that the 
council is convinced that the only perma- 
nent and satisfactory settlement of the 
Irish land question is to be found in a 
measure of compulsory sale to the tenants 
upon fair and equitable terms to all 
interests concerned, and that such a 
change would tend to harmony and good 
feeling in the country ; and whether he 
is in a position to state the intentions of 
the Government upon the question. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
The Government, as the hon. Member 
must know, is in favour of voluntary 
and opposed to compulsory purchase. 


DEPARTMENTAL COMMITTEE ON 
BUTTER STANDARDS—IRISH REPRE- 
SENTATION. 

Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 


IW.): I beg to ask the President of the 
| Board of Agriculture, seeing that as 
| Ireland is the principal part of the United! 
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Kingdom where salted keeping butter| answer now he knows that the Cork 
is produced, and that the Irish Repre-| butter trade feel strongly that they 
sentatives on the Departmental Com- | ought to have some representative on 
mittee to inquire into the standard of|the Committee? The Vice-President 
water legally allowable in butter are | is not in the House, and we cannot there- 
entirely Creamery Representatives, he | fore get at him. 
will add to that Committee some person | Ls ; 
having a practical knowledge of the salt | *Mr. WYNDHAM: I will tell my 
Irish butter trade, which represents an | right hon. friend what has passed this 
output of about three million pounds | pi ag I do not know whether that 
sterling every year. | will affect his judgment. 
= : ' Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : Is the right 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: At my right hon. | hon. Gentleman aware that some of the 
friend’s request I will reply to this ques-| members of the Committee have already 
tion. The four [rish representatives | expressed their views and committed 
on the Joint Departmental Committee | themselves to a standard which would 
are, none of them, financially interested practically stop the manufacture of salt 
in creameries. One of them is the chair- butter? I have several telegrams 
man of the Cork Butter Market, which } pere—— 
is mainly interested in non-creamery | 
butter, and another Irish member of the} *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order 
Committee is a distinguished analyst. [| 
may add that every opportunity will be | BUTTER ADULTERATION. 
given to persons representing the salt | Dr. THOMPSON (Monaghan, N.): 
Irish butter trade to submit their seas | AE age tae 52 ren so 
tot he Committee which will hold sittings a oe oe Vee See Derecary to the 
in Ireland for the convenience of Irish ord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
haan can state what powers exist by which the 
witnesses. Department of Agriculture mS is 
partmen Agriculture can put th 
law in motion in reference to the adultera- 
tion of butter either with excessive water 
or by the admixture of foreign fats ; 
whether they can bring pressure upon 
local bodies to prosecute, and whether in 
| the event of such bodies failing to act the 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | Department has power to do so ; also, 
hon. Member is commenting on the what limit of time has - elapse between 
hasinion | a transaction to which attention has been 

directed as being of a fraudulent charac- 
. Sateen ter, and the failure of the local body to 

_ Me. JOYCE (Limerick): Has the | act, before the Department may be ex- 
right hon. Gentleman received any COM- | jected to intervene. . 
munication from the South of Ireland 
Butter Merchants Association putting) *Mr. WYNDHAM: The powers of the 
forward a just and reasonable claim for; Department in relation to articles of 
representation on this Committee ? food generally are described in Sections 2 

/and 3 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware; 1899. The Department has exercised, 
if any such representation has been! and continues to exercise these powers. 
made. This Committee has been recom- | The point raised at the end of the question 
mended by my right hon. friend the has not yet arisen, the Department not 
Vice-President of the Department, who having had, so far, any intimation of the 
is far more competent than I am to say failure of a local authority to institute, 
who should serve on the Committee. I/at its request, proceedings under the 
am not prepared to interfere with his} Act. If, however, the hon. Member is 

‘aware of any such instance of failure on 
“| the part of a local authority I shall be 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Will the! obliged if he will communicate particulars 


right hon. Gentleman reconsider that | of the case to me. 
| 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : Is the right 
hon. Gentleman aware that the chair- 
man of the Cork Butter Market has no 
practical knowledge of the salted butter | 
industry ; and 





discretion. 
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1161 Questions. 


IRISH BOARD OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. THOMAS O’DONNELL (Kerry, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether, in view of the approaching 
debate on the Irish Education Estimates, 
he will publish all Minutes of the Educa- 
tion Board relating to any action that 
may have been taken by the Archbishop 
of Dublin in reference to irregularities 
in the transaction of business in the 
oftice, and whether he will publish 
notices of motions given by members of 
the Board to have incorrect letters with- 
drawn, and to have Minutes amended, 
and also statements submitted by officials. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have referred 
the suggestions in this question to the 
Commissioners of National Education 
for their observations. 


Mr. THOMAS O'DONNELL: When 


are you likely to have a reply ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope shortly. I 
believe the Commissioners are having a 
special sitting to-day to discuss this and 
other matters. 


FORESTRY IN IRELAND. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork County, Mid) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to resolutions 
of publie bodies in Ireland requesting the 
Government to introduce legislation 
which would facilitate the reafforesta- 
tion of the country and empower county 
councils to acquire waste lands compul- 
sorily for that purpose ; whether the 
Department of Agricultural and Tech- 
nical Instruction (Ireland) has power, 
in conjunction with the elected local 
government bodies, to organise a national 


scheme of reafforestation, and, having. 


regard to the advantages which would 
follow to Ireland from a complete system 
of reafforesting, does he propose to ex- 
tend the present powers of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and of the county 
and district councils so as to enable them 
to deal with this question on an exten- 
sive scale. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have already 
answered several questions on this sub- 
ject. 


VOL. XCVI. [FourTH SERIES. ] 
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‘of the 


I would refer to my replies to the | 


Questions. 1162 
similar inquiries addressed to me on the 
14th and 21st June by the hon. Members 
for the St. Patrick Division of Dublin 
and North Cork.t 


SHERIFF OF KERRY AND LAND 
DECREES. 

Mr. MURPHY (Kerry, E.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that it is the practice 
of the sheriff of the county of Kerry to 
issue a printed circular to the landlord 
of the defendants in decrees lodged with 
him for execution inquiring as to the 
rent due by such defendants, whether 
this practice is permissible on the part 
sheriff, and whether, having 
regard to the effects of the provisions of 


, the 9 Anne, chap. 8, sec. 1, in connection 


with the execution of decrees in Ireland, 
he will take steps to make the law on 
the matter the same in Ireland as in 


England. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. AtkInson, Londonderry. 
N.): It is the practice of the sheriff of 
Kerry to send a printed circular to the 
landlord of a tenant against whom he 
holds an execution, where he has reason 
to believe the rent is in arrear, in order 
to ascertain the precise amount due. 
This is a perfectly legitimate and proper 
precaution on the sheriff's part in order 
to protect himself against claims by the 
landlord should the sheriff seize and 
dispose of the goods without satisfying 
the claim for rent due. I do not quite 
understand the question in the last 


paragraph. The only difference _ be- 
tween the Irish Statute of 9 Anne, 


ec. 8, s. 1 and the corresponding English 
Statute 8 Anne, c. 14, s. 1 is in favour 
of the tenant, as it obliges the landlord 
to verify on oath the amount of rent 
due. 


Mr. MURPHY: But will the right 
hon. Gentleman introduce into the 
County Courts Bill now before the 
House a clause making the law the same 
in Ireland as it is in England % 


Mr. ATKINSON : It is the same with 
but one exception, which is favourable to 
Ireland. 

+ See preceding volume, pages 427 and 1072. 
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CASE OF MR. WALSH, J.P. to refer to the Sea and Coast Fisheries 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask Mr. (Ireland) Act, 1884. Out of the fund 
Attorney General for [reland, in regard under that Act all but £20,000 was 
to the change of venue of the trial of transferred to the Congested Districts 
Mr. Walsh, J.P., of Tallow, and others, Board under Section 35 of the Purchase- 
whether he can state why Cork city was | Act of 1891 for use within the congested 
selected as the place of trial ; will the case counties. The balance then left to be 
be tried by a county jury or a city jury : administered by the Board of Works has 
and under the circumstances will the now been transferred to the Department 
Crown defray the additional expenses , of Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
thrown upon the defendants by the| under the Act of 1899 which created 
change of venue from Waterford to that department. Further questions on 
Cork. the subject should be addressed to the 

MM thin: 
ber will refer to the judgment of the DUBLIN SORTING CLERKS AND LATE: 
court on the motion to change the venue ATTENDANCES. 
he will find the reasons given by the Mr. NANNETTI (Dublin, College 
judges for the order they made changing Green): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the venue to the city of Cork. In reply the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
to the second paragraph, the extra master General, whether he will state- 
expenses of the traversers and their} the least number of late attendances im 
witnesses caused by the change of venue the year which entitles a sorting clerk 
will be paid by the Crown to a reasonable to his annual increment at the General 
amount. Post Office, Dublin, and the number of 

ea ! sorting clerks at the General Post Office, 
anes FLYNN : May I ask the right hon. Dublin, who received their increments. 
Gentleman whether, in view of the fact for each of the past three years, and 
that at the last trial of this case forty- ow many of those had fifteen late 
three persons were ordered to stand attendances and upwards in any one of 
aside, instructions will be sent that on those three years; how many had 
this occasion no juror shall be ordered twenty ; and will he state the greatest 
to stand aside on account of his religious pymber of late attendances of any officer 
———— or officers the granting of whose incre- 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order! That ment was not questioned by the higher 
ofticials in each of the years 1897, 1898, 
? | 1899, and 1900. 

CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is ene : + al 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : No: 
there is no direct railway communication "Umber of late attendances entitles a 
between Tallow and Cork. sorting clerk to an annual increment. 

Late attendances militate against the 


does not arise out of the question. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order. order ! grant of an increment ; but if an officer's 
iservice during the year is otherwise 
satisfactory and his past record is good, 
LOANS TO IRISH FISHERMEN. ‘late attendances to the number of twenty 
Mr. SHEEHAN: I beg to ask the! before 6 a.m., or fifteen after that hour 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he would not under ordinary circumstances 
can state what are the rules which involve the postponement of an incre- 
regulate the making of grants under the ment. To give all the details asked for 
Sea Fisheries (Ireland) Act, 1883; how would involve more time and expense 
many applications for loans were received | than the circumstances appear to justify. 
from Irish fishermen during the year 
1900, what sum was advanced to them, BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
and in what manner were the loans Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I beg to 
apportioned among the different counties. | ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can now fix a date for the 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : I discussion of the question of the financiall 
presume that the hon. Member intends | relations of Great Britain and Ireland. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As far as I|the Report stage of the Finance Bill 
can forecast the course of business, we | until Wednesday. It will ke taken on 
shall take the Committee stage of the Wednesday and continued on Thursday. 
Education Bill next week, and the | 
financial relations discussion will be | eo 
the first business after that is disposed | SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
of. | 


| Mr. HALsey reported from the Com- 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Can the | Mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
right hon. Gentleman not name a day | charged the following member from the 
next week ? There are reasons why the Standing Committee on Law, and Courts 
debate should be taken next week, if/ of Justice, and Legal Procedure: Mr. 
possible. | Lloyd Morgan; and had appointed in 

substitution Mr. Herbert Roberts. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If there are) 
special reasons in the view of the hon. Mr. Hatsey further reported from the 
Member which make it desirable to take | Committee of Selection, that they had 
the debate next week, perhaps he will discharged the following members from 
allow me to communicate with him. |the Standing Committee on Law, and 

| Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure ; 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Take it | Sit Benjamin Stone and Mr. Ure; and 
on the 18th. |had appointed in substitution, Mr. 

Richards and Mr. Craig. 


M: STRACHEY (Somersetshire, S.): > Mr. Harsey further reported from the 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea-| Committee of Selection, That they had 
sury whether he can now state upon discharged the following Member from 
what day in the present month the the Standing Committee on Law, and 
Vote for the Board of Agriculture will Courts of Justice, and Legal Procedure ; 
he taken. |Sir Charles Dilke; and had appointed 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid in substitution, Mr. Compton Rickett. 
I cannot make any statement on this Reports to lie upon the Table. 
subject. | 


: Mr. STRACHEY : Can the right hon. MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
Gentleman indicate when he is likely 
to make a statement ? | Housing of the Labouring Classes.— 


That they concur with the Commons 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | in their resolution, ‘* That it is expedient 
that is quite impossible. that a Select Committee of this House 
be appointed to join with a Committee 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | of the Lords to consider the Standing 
(Stirling Burghs) : I beg to ask as to the Orders relating to houses occupied by 
business for Wednesday and Thursday, persons of the labouring class and the 
and also whether the time has not come Clauses usually inserted in Private and 
to make a statement as to the allocation | Local Bills and Provisional Order Con- 
of the remaining days in Supply. firmation Bills in pursuance thereof ; and 
‘to report whether any amendments 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | should be made in such Standing Orders 
that it is rather difficult to make that | and Clauses, and especially whether any 
statement. I could not do it now. | and what provision should be made for 
It is rather unusual to attempt a forecast | better securing the re-housing of all 
for so large a number of days still re-| persons of the labouring class who may 
maining for dealing with business in| be displaced in connection with the 
Supply ; but I will consider the matter. | undertakings to which the Bills relate, 
I understand that there is very little) whether displaced under the powers 
likelihood of finishing the Second Read-| given by the Bills, or otherwise,” as 
ing of the Education Bill to-night. In | desired by this House in their Message 
that case we shall not be able to begin | of the 13th day of June last. 
| 2T2 
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NEW BILL. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND). 

Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): I ask | 
leave to introduce a Bill which has been | 
framed to remove, or at all events to} 


diminish, certain difficulties in the prac- | 
tical working of the Congested Districts | 
Board Acts. The experience of the last ten | 
years has revealed difficulties which have | 
retarded, even if they have not defeated, | 
the very objects that Parliament entrusted | 
the Board to effect. Parliament, in the | 
original Act and in the amending Acts, | 
directed the Congested Districts Board to | 
deal with and attack the problem of | 
congestion in the west of Ireland by two 
methods—by purchase and by resale of 
land. But in the west of Ireland, upon 
estates so purchased, there are many 
holdings of inadequate size, incon- 
veniently situated, and insufficiently ac- 
commodated with roads, and holdings dis- | 
tributed through a number of scattered 
patches. Let me give two extreme cases 
I have in my mind. In one case a man | 
holds seven acres scattered over twenty- 
four patches. In another case of two | 
brothers, they jointly hold twenty-five 
acres in thirty-five patches. Now, if this 
transaction ot first purchasing estates and | 
then reselling them to the occupiers is to | 
be secured from the point of view of the 
Government credit, and if it is to be bene- 
ficial to purchasers and their successors, 
it is in the opinion of the Government | 
necessary that before reselling you should | 
be in a position to concentrate all these | 
patches, to amalgamate holdings, and in | 
some cases to add additional land to the 
holdings. For all these purposes there are | 
enabling powers in the Statute-book, but 
only enabling powers; and if a single 
occupier is such a crank in his dis- 
position as to stand out from a general 
scheme arrived at by the Board and its | 
inspectors for his own benefit and that 
of his neighbours, then he can defeat | 
that scheme and hang up the operations 
indefinitely, and lock up the credit | 
placed at the disposal of the Board for 
that purpose. Clause 1 will provide 
that in such a case the tenancy of that 
man may be determined. The principle 
underlying it is analogous to that of the 
40th section of the Act of 1896. No 
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| proceedings will be possible under the 


| rents should be fixed. 


Board (Ireland). 1168 


clause unless by the assent and at the 
request of three-fourths of the tenants. 
There is this further safeguard—namely, 
that the tenancy shall not be determined 
except the tenant is given the option of 
another holding of equal value, and he 
will have an appeal to the county court 


| upon the question of value, or if he pre- 


fers cash to land, upon the amount of 
compensation due to him for relinquish- 
ing his holding. I will not say more on 
that point now, as it will be necessary for 
hon. Members to read the Bill before 
they pronounce an opinion on its merits. 
The next important question is that 
of turbary. It is difficult to decide 


'turbary disputes upon some of those 


estates where there are no statutory 
rents. On most of the estates covered 
by the Congested Districts Board the 
large majority of the tenants have statu- 
tory rents, but on most estates there is 
a minority who have no statutory rents. 
In those cases the land inspectors of the 
congested districts are unable to enter 
upon the land, and give a decision upon 
the question of turbary. The result is 


that all the operations of re-sale would 


have to be suspended for a year or more, 
during which fair rents or statutory 
I may say, upon 
the Dillon estate, upon which a large sum 
of public money has been expended—- 


| £290,000—unless some power is given to 


the Board to decide these turbary dis- 


| putes the sale would be retarded for 
| another year. 


Therefore the proposal 
made is that upon the minority of hold- 
ings where there are no statutory rents 
the Board should have the same power 
that a landlord has, and which the Board 
as a landlord has upon all other holdings 
on which there are statutory rents. | 
pass now to the third difficulty. The 
Board is authorised by the Act governing 
its operations to purchase land outside 
congested districts for the relief of con- 
gestion by migration. Experience has 
proved that this enabling power is and 


/must remain a dead letter, unless the 


Board be given on estates so purchased 


the privileges and authority which are 


exercised and enjoyed on estates pur- 


_ chased within the scheduled boundary of 


the congested district. The Bill is not one 
of an ambitious character, but it is 
urgently needed. It embodies the con- 
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clusions arrived at unanimously by the 
members of the Congested Districts 
Board after ten years experience of the 
practical difficulty involved in the task 
which Parliament entrusted to the Board. 


*Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) said the Bill 
was a very small one, and in stating that 
it embodied the results of the ten years 
experience of the Congested Districts 
Board he thought the Chief Secretary 
was giving a very exaggerated descrip- 
tion of the measure. The Bill could not 
for a moment be accepted as in any sense 
being a very substantial step in the right 
direction towards settling these diffi- 
culties. It was not necessary, however, 
to express a final opinion on the measure 
at the present stage. As far as he was 
able to gather its provisions from the 
remarks of the right hon. Gentleman 
was good as far as it went, but it went 
only a little way. All he asked for at 
present was that a brief period should be 
allowed for discussion on the Committee 
stage, because it would be unreason- 
able to expect that, even if Members 
were generally agreed as to its principle, 
the Bill should be allowed to pass abso- 
lutely without discussion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY rose to speak— 


*Mr. SPEAKER 
was out of order. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


ten minutes are allowed. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: No. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY : How long ? 


intimated that he 


I understand 


*Mr. SPEAKER: There is nothing in 
the Standing Order about ten minutes, 
but there is something about only one 
Member following the mover. 


Bill to amend the Congested Districts 
Board (Ireland) Acts, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Wyndham and Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD 
(IRELAND) BILL. 

“To amend the Congested Districts 
Board (Ireland) Acts,”’ presented accord- 
ingly, and read the first time ; to be read 
a second time to-morrow, and to be 
printed. [Bill 255.] 
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THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
BOARD or EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University) : The Bill of which 
I have to move the Second Reading is 
one to enable provision to be made for 
carrying on certain schools ; and perhaps 
it may be for the convenience of the House 
if, before the general discussion, I state 
certain facts relating to the position of 
these schools which will be the subject of 
our debates. This is the more necessary 
because most exaggerated and inaccurate 
statements have been widely circulated 
about these schools, about the great 
danger of their being suppressed, and of 
a catastrophe arising to national educa- 
tion. 

The recent judgment which has ren- 
dered this Bill necessary decided practi- 
cally two things. First, it decided that 
school boards could not employ the 
fund produced by the school rate for 
giving instruction in any of their schocls 
which was not elementary. It is quite 
true that the court did not, and probably 
could not, define the exact meaning of 
the word “ elementary ” ; but they inti- 
mated that the day school Code of the 
Board of Education was what I think 
they called the high-water mark of 
elementary education. The second point 
decided was this—that school boards 
could not give any instruction of any 
kind whatever to persons who were not 
children. Againthe court did not define 
where childhood ceased ; but the Board 
of Education have been advised, as the 
London School Board appears to have 
been advised by its counsel, that it would 
not be safe to place the limit of childhood 
higher than fifteen. Now, this judgment 
affects a considerable number of schools 
carried on by school boards, but it affects 
two classes of schools in a very different 
way. I think it will contribute to the 
clearness of debate if I deal with these 
two classes separately. As regards day 
schools, there is not a single day school in 
the country that will be shut up in con- 
sequence of this judgment. Not only 
will no day school be shut up, but the 
effect produced by the judgment, even if 
there were no legislation at all, on the 
day schools is of a very unimportant 
and almost infinitesimal character. It 
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has been stated that the higher grade 
schools are endangered. The higher- 
grade schools will not be affected by the 
judgment in any way whatever, except 
to the extent that in a few higher-grade 
schools there are classes which are re- 
ceiving instruction in science and art ; 
but, so far as I have been able to ascertain, 
those classes are only receiving instruction 
in elementary science and art, which is 
within the day school Code of the Educa- 
tion Department, and there are no ad- 
vanced students whose instruction will be 
stopped by the judgment. Therefore, 
so far as the higher-grade schools gene- 
rally are concerned, there is not one 
that is in danger of either extinction 


or of being seriously damaged by the 
judgment. But there are forty-eight | 


higher-grade schools in the whole of 
England and Wales which have what is 
called a science top. There is an upper 
division of the school which 
science under the old Science and Art 
Department of the Board of Education. 
Those schools will undoubtedly be affected 
by the judgment. I have taken some 
pains to discover how far they will be 


affected. There are forty-eight of these 


schools, and I have made inquiry into 
the case of forty-seven—one higher- 
grade school, that of Bradford, not having 
replied to the circular I sent out. These 
schools haveabout 7,000or 8,000 scholars, 
but of these there are only 900 who 
are receiving advanced instruction. 
Therefore it may be said as regards the 


instruction given that the whole number | 
of persons, boys and girls, affected in the | 
country by the judgment amounts to| 


not more than between 900 and 1.000. 


Of course a great part of these could | 


easily be provided for in the secondary 
schools with scholarships, of which 
there are abundance to be had, and 
there is not the slightest doubt that 
these 900 or 1,000 young people would 
receive as good, or rather a better, educa- 
tion in that way than they do in the 
present higher-grade schools. I parti- 
cularly looked into the case of Cardiff, 
because the chairman of the Cardiff 
School Board came up and had an inter- 
view with my noble friend the Lord 
President of the Council, and said we 


were going to turn 300 clever children of | 


the working class into the streets. But 
what are the facts? There are 268 alto- 


Sir J. Gorst. 
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| gether in the school of science. Of these 
| 160 only are over fifteen years of age, 
and of these forty-five only are in the 
_advanced course, so that the result of 
| the judgment, if carried out most rigidly, 
' would be the exclusion of 160 children 
‘only from the school, and the exclusion 
(of only forty-five who are taking the 
advanced course; and the whole of 
these young people could be provided for 
in the Welsh intermediate school in the 
same town, where there is a far better 
staff and a far better curriculum, and 
where the young people, instead of being 
isolated in a day elementary school, 
would be mixing with young people of 
their own age, who are receiving similar 
instruction, and where no doubt they 
would be much better off from the 
educational point of view than they are 
as the top class of the higher-grade 
school of Cardiff. So far as the age 
is concerned, it affects not only the 
'higher-grade schools and the schools of 
science, but it affects all the higher 
elementary schools in the country. 
There are above fifteen in the whole of 
England and Wales only 3,828 boys and 
girls—that is, in day schools managed 
‘by school boards. Remember, I am 
speaking now only of the day schools. 
There are only 3,828 boys and girls 
above fifteen in the day schools managed 
by the school board, and these, according 
to the strict terms of the Cockerton 
judgment, could no longer be instructed. 
This is not so great a number as to create 
an educational revolution. All these 
boys and girls had better be in secondary 
schools than where they are. If boys 
and girls are going to continue their 
education after they are fifteen, it is much 
| better that they should have that educa- 
tion in secondary schools than in public 
elementary schools of this kind. Lastly, 
if they were “turned into the streets,” 
‘as the agitators describe it, it would not 
close a single school, or seriously damage 
‘any of the higher-grade work which is 
| going on with reference to children over 
| fifteen years of age. 

I now come to the evening schools. 
' They are of a great many different kinds. 
‘Some are extremely good schools which 
it would be a misfortune to see closed ; 
others are extremely bad schools which 
might be closed with great advantage to 
the public education of the country. 





“at 
eX 

wi 
se 


by 


a) 
! 


or 
rT 


fo 
st 
Oo} 
he 


hi 
th 
ni 
zat 
B 


LO 


ro 
te 
he 
Qi 
fo 
st 
tv 


1172 


these 
age, 
the 
It of 
idly, 
dren 
ision 
the 
e of 
1 for 
the 
etter 
and 
eing 
1001, 
le of 
vilar 
hey 
the 
are 
rade 
age 
the 
s of 
rher 
try. 
e of 
and 
ged 
am 
ols. 
rirls 
ged 
ling 
ton 
ted. 
pate 
lese 
ary 
OVS 
1eir 
uch 
1ca- 
blic 
tly, 
a) ” 
not 
age 
Cae 
ver 


ys. 
ds. 


ich 





1173 Education 


But the facts about these schools have 
been most grossly exaggerated. There 
are 2,174 separate departments, and it is 
generally represented that of the scholars 
on the rolls of these schools there are 
228,000 above fifteen years of age, and 
that the judgment of the courts would 
have the effect of turning those students 
into the streets, and thus putting a sudden 
stop to their instruction. I have made 
careful inquiry lately into the case of 
London, which covers a good deal of the 
field, because in London are to be found 
nearly half of the whole of the students 
on these registers. There are said to be 
108,030 of these students on the registers 
of the London schools. But it does not 
follow that there are as many students, 
because the same student may count 
over and over again. Every time a 
student enters for a fresh subject, or at a 
fresh school, he counts as a fresh student. 
For instance, an inspector told me the 
other day of the case of five boys who 
had learned shorthand during last year 
in no less than six evening schools—the 
evening schools being free, they move 
about from school to school as they like— 
and they counted as thirty students. 

The attendance at these schools is 
quite phenomenal. I will give one 
example, which is neither better nor 
worse than other schools, and which I 
select at random. I have many more 
by me, but it would weary the House if 
I gave too many. In the Battersea Park 
Road School there are 230 students 
on the roll—that is, 230 who are to be 
“turned into the streets.” Of these, 
for reading and writing there are 102 
students on the roll; the school was 
open for reading and writing forty-seven 
hours in the year, and only ten of the 
students attended as much as twelve 
hours. For arithmetic there are 158 on 


the roll ; the hours of instruction number | 


ninety-nine, and twenty-six students only 
attended as much as twelve hours. 
Book-keeping—I am coming now to the 
commercial subjects so much in vogue— 
is taught for seventy-two hours ; on the 
roll there are thirty-eight students, and 
ten only attended as much as twelve 
hours. In commercial geography there 
are 152 on the roll; it is taught 
for sixty-four hours, and twenty-nine 
students only attended as much as 
twelve hours. 
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In shorthand there are 
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(101 on the roll; it is taught for 162 
hours, and forty-two students only 
attended as much as twelve hours 
The same kind of discrepancy between 
the numbers on the roll and the attend- 
ance occurs in every school, and although 
the House cannot come to any accurate 
idea as to how many are receiving in- 
struction, it will be seen that the number 
is a great deal less than has been generally 
represented. 

I will now go on to show that this 
state of things is peculiar to free schools. 
I have inquired from the Technical 
Instruction Committee of the London 
County Council how the pupils attend 
in the various polytechnic and evening 
schools which are carried on by them, 
and I am told that on an average 
every student attends more than thirty 
times in the first thirty weeks, and that 
each attendance means in their case at 
least two hours. With reference to the 
laboratories and workshops, the attend- 
ance has to be throughout the whole 
time they are open. The House will 
therefore see that the attendance at the 
schools of the Technical Instruction 
Committee is very much higher than 
the attendance at the free schools. 
I should, however, be very sorry if the 
House carried away the idea that I am 
saying that all these schools are of an 
ineffective character. There are some 
very good schools carried on by the 
London School Board. They have 
schools for the metropolitan police, in 
which constables are prepared for the 
examinations which they have to under- 
go for promotion, and in these schools 
you may hear a school board teacher 
instructing police officers how they are 
to answer questions on the life and 
duties of a policeman. Then there are 
schools in which telegraph boys are 
prepared for their examinations. There 
are other schools in which instruction 
is given to teachers of board schools 
themselves. In these schools the parts 
are interchanged—the pupils of one 
night become the teachers of another 
night; they teach each other. I am 
told that many of these teachers would 
very much prefer to go to some of the 
adjoining polytechnics, or other educa- 
tional institution, where they would pay 
a fee. 
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Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.):| Sir J. GORST: I am not going to 
Why do they not go ! give his name. 


Sir J. GORST: I will tell you why.| Mr. CORRIE GRANT (Warwickshire, 
Because they know very well that if they | Rugby) : Is the letter signed ? 
do they will ‘suffer for it from the L ondon | ae - ye eee 
School Board. (‘“Oh.”) At any rate, Sir J. GORST: Yes, it is signed, and 
ac . . c . . 
Few ae : | it bears all the appearance of a genuine 
that is the reason they give, but of lett It eed Mae & 
course I have no means of judging | ‘VC? at Alpes hog Perel vce- 
eluthien & isso or not. ‘These indepen- written by some member of the school 
dent people do not like free education, board to make fun of me. I would 
they prefer to pay for their education remind the House that some time ago 
: e q =, 5 ? “te © le ar > « a] Mt 
and, besides, they object to be in the I stated that pupils learned dancing in 
2 Bie Pica 7 eee these evening schools, and that they 
same class with pupil teachers whom ~ Pig et iia tk Mia ae 
in the day they instruct. At any rate |C@7™mee Sxchequer grants in Coing so 
they say they do not like going to these That statement was received with the 
Pit : : most lively indignation by the London 
schools, but they are obliged to do so, | g ; : . 
See = School Board. I was denounced in the 
because their promotion depends on the 
favour of their employers public press for having made an abso- 
« ». 
lutely false statement. Since then [ 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | have inquired of the inspectors, and they 
E.): Can the right hon. Gentleman laugh at the idea of there being any doubt 
give an instance in which the London upon the subject. They say that at this 
School Board have dismissed a teacher| moment there are schools in which 
dancing is taught under the name of 
‘physical exercise, and that Exchequer 
‘ 1 2O'T . ~ ° ? Pp a « 4 Sse, « v?. | 
, ae J. a , porte — about grantsare paid for it. | find this remark- 
: nie shapes sr faed i sanegeli * awrite hie able statement in the report of the Lon- 
o é ‘ , 1 ° . a 
ing “ee ae as or —, © don School Board itself, and it is such a 
nes , ertificnten 
a ; cw he ha I Bo: ‘ remarkable statement that I earnestly 
sapere oad heeds 7 ei ualif rs direct the attention of the House to it— 
s expecte 0 JOSSESS oO qguallly or - . 
ce mn Ti P. Hiatine ane 7 ile a “‘ Nearly all the schools may be said to have 
I = len there are Clerks WHO | an intellectual, physical, and social side. Some 
are learning shorthand and bookkeeping | however, lack the last, and these sehools with- 


for the purpose of obtaining an increase | | out a single exception are the worst attended, 
of wages in their situations. But, | the least “vital, and the most colourless in 


excluding these cases, most of the other | London.” 
schools in London are purely recreative. I Was told a pathetic story the other day 
It is a very curious thing that in coming | about a poor girl who was very fond of 
to the House to-day a letter was put into dancing, but the rule of the school was 
my hands bya parent in Bethnal Green. that she could not attend the regular 
I cannot, of course, say that it is genuine, dances unless she was in some other class. 
but it looks like it. The writer savs that | She went from class to class, but from 
his two children are being educated at a| each, after a short probation, she was 
board school. He complains of the great | ‘turned out by the teacher for incom- 
number of things they are being taught. | petence ; yet by means of flitting from 
They learn clay modelling. drawing, | class to class she succeeded in attending 
chemistry, animal physiology. French, | ‘regularly the dancing in which, I am 
shorthand, laundry, and cooking. He | very glad to say, she was not inefficient. 
goes on to say that his daughter attends I should be very wrong indeed if I left on 
the evening school, and adds— the House an impression that this was 
« T can fully bear out the statement you made | “” adequate description of all ae 
‘ < schools. I am bound to say that, as far 


some time ago as to dancing. The scholars | 
are supposed to have two hours instruction aS My information goes, in the north of 


. n ‘ , — rage 
wi 9 gf gre a at 7.30, _ it is | England and the Midlands, they are real 
arly 8 ¢ *k avy be and ; 
they leave of for dancing” eS 3* ™Me | schools—places attended, not for dancing 
j . and recreation, but for real and serious 
’ 


Dr. MACNAMARA: Who is the] study. I have in my hand the case of 
writer ? the Manchester Central Board Evening 


under such conditions ? 





Ww 
ou 
Di 
ye 
Wi 
an 
an 
ru 
pr 
Ed 
loi 
col 
I | 
lap 
toy 
che 
of 
act 
tio: 
sor 
sch 
rat 
are 
anc 
An 
is 1 
it i 
kin 
beg 
thir 
lear 
to ¢: 
beli 
part 
has 
crea 
just 
over 
actic 
audi 
Art 
the | 
Sche 
Art 


1176 


ng to 
shire, 


|, and 
nuine 
been 
chool 
vould 
2 ago 
ng in 
they 
g so 
1 the 
ndon 
n the 
abso- 
en | 
they 
loubt 
t this 
‘hich 
1e of 
quer 
vark- 
Lon- 
ich a 
estly 
have 
Some 
with- 
ided, 
Ss In 


day 
d of 
was 
ular 
lass. 
rom 
was 
om- 
rom 
ling 
am 
ent. 
fon 
was 
ing 
far 
l of 
real 
ing 
ous 

of 
ing. 





1177 Education 


School, in which there are no less than 
205 students receiving regular instruc- 
tion in English, 307 in French, 101 in 
German, and 109 in Spanish, besides 
smaller numbers learning Latin, Danish, 
Italian, Portuguese, and Russian. There 
are 201 learning commercial arithmetic, 
296 bookkeeping, 401 shorthand, and 
96 English literature, besides other sub- 
jects ; but I do not see * suitable physical 
exercises ”’ in the school programme. 
The real point I want to press on the 
House with regard to these evening 
schools is that they furnish the very 
worst case of overlapping in the whole of 
our educational system. The Education 
Department and the school boards for 
years have been in active competition 
with the Science and Art Department 
and Technical Instruction Committees, 
and it is only quite recently that this 
ruinous system of competition has been 
properly discouraged by the Board of 
Education. In Manchester there has 
long been a concordat between the city 


council and the school board, and there, | 


I believe, there is practically no over- 
lapping. There are some other large 
towns which have imitated the Man- 
chester example ; but in the great bulk 
of the towns of this country there is 
actual chaos in this evening school educa- 
tion system, and practically the same 
sort of instruction is being given in rival 
schools maintained at the expense of the 
ratepayer and the taxpayer, and efforts 
are made to draw students from one 
another and injure each other’s position. 
And the worst part of this competition 
is not merely the waste of public money, 


it is that the competition degrades the | 


kind of education given. When schools 
begin to compete for pupils, instead of 
thinking of what the pupils ought to 
learn, they think only of what is likely 


to attract them into the schools, and [| 
believe it is this mad competition on the | 


part of the London School Board which 
has produced all this dancing and re- 
creation in their evening schools. I will 
just give one example. It was this very 
overlapping that brought about the 
action of the Local Government Board 
auditor. It was the Camden School of 
Art which was driven into an appeal to 
the law by the competition of the London 
School Board. The Camden School of 


Art is subsidised both by the taxpayer 
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and the ratepayer—that is to say, it is 
subsidised by the London County Council 
out of the local taxation money, which 
they could apply to the rates if they 
thought fit, and therefore, in that sense, 
it is subsidised out of the rates. It is a 
body which, for the three years up to the 
time when the London evening schools 
were freed, had 156 students, 153, and 
175. Then came the freeing of the 
evening schools by the London School 
Board, and they got 166 students, 156, 
and 109. How could they compete with 
the free evening art classes of the school 
board, which not only supplied the 
students with models and drawing 
materials, but with the canvas and 
paints and everything they wanted for 
the purpose? Naturally a poor student 
who has not got too many half-crowns in 
his pocket will go to the free places 
instead of getting the better instruction 
—[eries of “‘ Oh ’’]—yes, I venture to say 
the better instruction he would receive 
in a proper school of art. It is cheap and 
bad. The education which you are 
spreading amongst the people is cheap, 
shoddy education instead of the better 
and higher education which we wish to 
promote. Let me give another example. 
There is the Goldsmiths’ Institute, which 
is one of the very best polytechnics in 
London, and where the most excellent 
‘teaching is to be obtained at very low 
fees. These were the figures of the Gold- 
smiths’ Institute in the three years before 
the London School Board’s schools were 
freed—8,787, 8,937, and 9,116. Then 
came the freeing of the London evening 
schools, and the figures were 8,277, 7,649, 
7,574. If you go into the provinces you 
\find the same thing. Two years ago 
there was a flourishing school of art at 
'Leeds. The school board built a pupil 
teachers’ college exactly opposite. They 
represented to the Board of Education 
that it was to be strictly confined to 
pupil teachers. They opened art classes 
‘in this college, and admitted not only 
pupil teachers and assistant teachers from 
'the voluntary schools of Leeds, but alto- 
| gether 65 people who were not teachers 
at all, and the teachers were practically 
| forbidden to go to the art classes. I could 
| give hundreds of these cases if I were not 
| afraid of wearying the House ; but there 
is another example I should like to. 
mention. At Longton, in Staffordshire: 
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the town council, which is the local 
authority under the Technical Instruc- 
tion Act, had a flourishing technical 
institute. Then the school board of | 
Longton opened a free evening continua- | 
‘tion school close by, and the art students 
dwindled from 140 to 40, the shorthand 
students from 110 to 7, and the physio- 
graphy students from 70 to 10. 


I think the House will see what is the 
problem that is before us. You have 


Education 
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here day schools not one of which is in | 


danger of closing, but there are forty- 
eight schools of science, with, roughly, 
1,000 pupils doing advanced work and 
4,000 pupils above fifteen years of age, 


and about 2,000 evening schools, some | 


will be continued, | 


of which certainly 
should be | 


some of which certainly 


stopped, and some of which should be | 


regulated so as to prevent them from 


killing existing schools which are really | 


better than themselves. 
legislation necessary at all ? 


Why is any 
It is not 


(No. 2) Bill. 1180 
been suggested—first of all, the school 
boards ; secondly, the local authorities 
under the Technical Instruction Acts ; 
and, thirdly, the Board of Education. 
I was very much astonished to hear the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen give as one of his reasons 
for preferring the school boards that they 
were elected for this particular purpose. 
That is exactly what theyare not. That 
is exactly what the judgment of the 
court—— 

Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I said 


elected for educational purposes. 


Sir J. GORST: The judgment of the 
court said that the educational purposes 
| for which a school board was elected did 


not embrace educational purposes of 
this kind. 

Sm JOHN BRUNNER (Cheshire, 
|Northwich): The people who elected 


that there is not already an authority | 


in the country authorised by Parliament 
to carry on these schools. 
borough councils are the special authori- 
ties under the Technical Instruction Acts, 
and their Technical Instruction Com- 


mittees have equally power to carry | 
themselves. [| 


on all these schools 
believe there is a small question of 


elementary instruction which was raised | 


by the hon. Member for Camberwell, 
but so far as I know there is no difficulty | 


in bringing any kind of instruction, 
except Latin and Greek, under the | 
Technical Instruction Acts. But they | 


have not in all cases funds. In many 
cases the “ whisky ” money is all appro- 
priated, and even the penny rate, which 
they are authorised to levy under the 
Technical Instruction Acts, has also been 
appropriated. Though they have got 
the legal powers they have not got the 
funds ; and therefore, if these schools 
are to go on, 
application for a school 
According to the present law, 


board rate. 


The county | 


‘in county 


them thought it was so intended. 


Sir J. GORST : Are we to keep up in 
this House the farce that school boards 
are elected for educational purposes ! 
Everybody knows that educational pur- 
poses are the very last ideas in the 
minds of the members ot school boards, 
[Opposition cries of ‘Oh.”] I have 
heard that they are elected, some on 
_Teligious grounds, some on party grounds, 
but I have never heard of anyone being 
elected on educational grounds. Are we 
also to keep up the pretence of saying 
that the ratepayers care for these 
elections at all? Why, everybody knows 
that in London, whereas about 80 per 
cent. vote at parliamentary elections 


‘and between 50 and 60 per cent. vote 


it is necessary to make | 


council elections, there is, 
I think, only some 20 to 25 per cent. 
who can be got to go to the poll in school 
board elections. Will anyone say that 
that represents a zealous determination 


/on the part of the electors to elect any- 


nobody | 


has any authority to touch the school | 
this purpose, whatever the 20 per cent. 


fund for such a purpose. Parliament 
has appropriated it to another purpose, 


and the question which we have to settle | 


in this Bill is, Who is to give leave for 
the school board rate, which at present 
is not applicable to any such purpose, | 
‘to be applied? Three authorities have | 


Sir J. Gorst. 


body on educational grounds? But 
while school boards were not elected for 


of electors may have supposed, there is 
a body which is elected for this particular 
purpose. The Technical Instruction Act 


| has now been in force for more than 


twelve years, and when persons elect 
a county council or a town council 
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they must know that among their | 
other powers they have powers under | 
the Technical Instruction Act. Well, one | 
assumption is really as good as another. 
[Laughter.] Hon. Gentlemen laugh at a | 
borough elector having the powers of the 
town council in his eye when he gives | 
his vote, and yet they solemnly declare | 
that when he votes at a school board | 
election he is thinking of education. | 
J was very much astonished to hear the | 
right hon. Member for South Aberdeen 
speak of these technical instruction com- | 
mittees as uninstructed bodies which do 
not possess knowledge or experience. I 
do not think the right hon. Gentleman | 
can know what has been going on for the | 
last five or six years in education. The 
county councils all over England and 
Wales have in day schools, in science and 
even in technical schools, schools exactly 
of the same type as are run by the school 
boards. They are in direct competition 
with them. If the school boards are 
winning in the competition with them 
it is not because their schools are better, | 
it is only because they are cheaper ; 
because, having an unlimited command 
of the rates, they are able to give 
this education without charging any | 
fees at all, or to give it cheaply. Out-| 
side London and the county boroughs, 
in all the populous urban districts, the | 
county councils give a great deal more to | 
evening schools than the school boards. | 
The average income of an evening school 
is £41, and of that amount on an average | 
£8 is contributed by the county council | 
and £5 10s. by the school board. Besides | 
that, the authorities under the Technical | 
Instruction Acts have built eighty-one | 
new schools and extended 150 existing 
schools, and they have expended alto- | 
gether about three-quarters of a million | 
of money. How you can call these | 
bodies uninstructed bodies and without | 
‘experience I cannot understand. | 


Now the right hon. Gentleman sug: | 
gested that giving the power to the 
school boards would maintain the status | 
quo. Yes, it will maintain the status | 
quo. It will maintain the status of com- 
petition, of waste, of extravagance, and 
will prevent the arrival of a better state 
of things. I have been very much im- 
pressed during the whole of my term of 
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office, which has, I have no hesitation in 
saying, powerfully affected all my 
opinions and conduct since. It is the 
Report of the Secondary Education Com- 
mission, and I should like to ask the 
House to allow me to read two extracts 
from the Report of that Commission. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Aberdeen was chairman of 
that Commission, and the Member for 
West Nottingham was a member of it, 


|and other Members of this House were 


also members of that Commission, and the 
Report was unanimous. At least this was 


the opinion of these gentlemen in 1895. 


That is what they say speaking of 
overlapping. They say that, so far from 
tending to cure itself, it isan evil that 
strikes its roots more deeply. Vested 
interests are being created which will 
stand in the way of needed reforms. 
How they are to stand in the way no 
one knows better than the President of 
the Council and myself. The difficulty 


'of introducing internal coherence and 


correlation becomes, the Report says, 
constantly greater, and will be more 
serious a year or two hence than it is at 
the present moment. 


What did the Commission recommend ? 
I think it is very much the Bill before 
the House. They say that, whatever 
type these schools belong to, whether 
they are organised seience schools or 
connected with elementary schools, or 
belong to what are called mechanics’ 
institutes, or are managed by town 
councils, or are technical schools pure 
and simple, they seem to fall properly 


|within the scope of the action of 
\the local authority for secondary 
'education which can best correlate 

with the other agencies under its 


control and help them by such 
pecuniary resources as it may possess. 
They therefore recommend that these 
schools, in which they included 
evening classes and technical schools, be 
declared to be within the jurisdiction of 
that authority subject to the provisions 
mentioned by the Commission. One of 
the provisions was that, whereas school 
_boards had carried on institutions of 
this kind for a considerable time, they 
should not be lightly interfered with, and 
they therefore suggested—as the Govern- 





Office with the Report that was produced | ment suggest in this Bill—that the 


almost immediately after I came into | governing or managing body of any 
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school or institution of the foregoing|and that Radicals, forsooth, should be 
classes should either be left to continue | urging upon the Government so mon- 
to manage that school subject to the! strous a doctrine as that a Department 
supervision of the local authority for | of Government should help itself without 
secondary education or else be recon- | the control of the ratepayers. 
stituted. | We are told that this little attempt 
'at the reform of the chaos in our 
AN Hon. Member: That was not the| educational system is to meet with the 
recommendation. | most vigorous opposition. I am sorry 
to say it has been my experience since 
Mr. BRYCE: I submit that in order} I have held my present office that every 
to prevent this House from being misled | attempt to improve the education of the 
the right hon. Gentleman ought surely | country has met with opposition. There 
to say that the authority contemplated | are in the first place the teachers, who 
was not the existing authority, but a|think that their craft is in danger. 
different authority altogether. Then there are the school board officers, 
who are afraid for the official position 
Sir J. GORST: That may be so, but | which they hold. Then there are the 
the school board was to be put under an | members of the school boards, who feel an 
authority. The school board was not to | overweening sense of the great import- 
be left to its own judgment in carrying on | ance of their system. Finally, there are 
these schools. It was not to have every the enthusiasts in this House who think 
restriction withdrawn, but to be subject | that the maintenance of the school board 
to a local authority, and that is the prin-| system is of very much greater import- 
ciple of our Bill. Our local authority may ance than the education itself. This 
not be perfect; we have not had time; opposition is carried on by the same 
but our local authority is the best autho-| methods in which party opposition is 
rity, and the only one possessing parlia-| usually carried on—exaggeration and 
mentary powers to carry on these schools. | misrepresentation. And then they call 
| am afraid the House has not gathered | their opponents the enemies of education 
from a previous part of my speech that | because they do not exactly agree with the 
the authorities we have put in the Bill are | system which they themselves advocate. 
the only authorities which already have | I wonder what possible motives my noble 
parliamentary power to carry on the | friend the President of the Council andI 
schools. They do not want any other) could have to use the scanty means 
power to carry on their work. All that | placed at our disposal by Parliament for 
they require are funds placed at their) any purpose except to get the best in- 
disposal. I must just say one word | struction for the people that can be got 
about the proposal to give powers to the | out of it. We may be mistaken, but at all 
Board of Education—to allow the Board | events we are honestly mistaken, and I 
of Education to dip its hand into the| do not know that it much advances the 
local purse and apply the money of the | cause of hon. Members opposite to stig- 
ratepayers to purposes not authorised | matise us as enemies of education We 
by Parliament. The answer to that | desire to see better methods and better 
proposal is that it could not be done in | teaching in the technical and secondary 
time. The Board of Education has not | schools which are provided for the people, 
got that local knowledge which is pos-| and we have no prejudice either against 
sessed by the local authority. What is | associations of teachers, or associations of 
the constitutional objection to allowing | officials, or associations of school boards, 
the ratepayers’ money to be used by the | so long as they do not stand as obstacles 
local authority? I think it is an! in way of progress in education. 
extraordinary instance of the extent to 
which party feeling will drive people in| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
these days that I should be standing at | ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
this box, a Tory Minister, pleading the | time.” 
cause of the elected representatives of the 
people to dispose of the money exacted| *Dr. MACNAMARA: I desire to move 
from the people in the shape of local rates, | the Amendment standing in my name. 


Sir J. Gorst. 
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I consider that the House is face to face | 
: : ; ; | 
with a very extraordinary situation, and, 


if | may say so with all respect, I shall 
direct the thoughts of the House from 


the jocularity of the right hon. Gentle- | 


man to the real question at issue The 
Government has not found time to pass 
its Education Bill. It has withdrawn 
its Education Bill, but it has taken out 
the essential principle of that Bill, and put 
it into a one-clause temporary expedient, 


which is designed merely to meet an) 


unforeseen emergency, and it desires to 
perpetuate that principle and to develop 
it as time goes on. That is what I object 
most strongly to. 
that the Government has not been most 
frank. The First Lord of the Treasury 
was most frank at the imposing funeral 
obsequies of the Bill. The Duke of 
Devonshire also was equally frank. The 
Duke of Devonshire said— 

« Aided by the Cockerton judgment we shall 
this year have made it perfectly clear that the 


school boards are in future to be limited to 
duties connected with elementary education.” 


That, at any rate, is perfectly frank, and 
I think it discloses the purpose of the 
temporary expedient. The noble Lord 
is very eager to truncate the school boards 
and to reduce them to the merest rudi- 
ments. I remember reading the follow- 
ing when an attack was made in this 


House on the functions of school boards ' 


in 1876— 

“There are many of us—and I do not 
scruple to say that I am one of them—who 
believe that the principle of school boards is 
the right and true principle in the matter. 


principle, it will in time prevail.” 


{An Hon. MemBer : In regard to elemen- 
tary education.] That was the expres- 


resisting attacks on the school boards 
in this House many years ago. Whether 
he was mistaken then or now I do not 
propose to say. It is quite certain that 
he was mistaken on one of the two 
occasions. 

What, Sir, is the vital principle the 
Government desire to see vindicated by 
this temporary measure? It is to 
subordinate the school boards to the 
county councils in the matter of educa- 
tion, so that they may be at once trun- 
cated as to their operations, and ulti- 
mately entirely superseded. The First 
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I cannot complain | 
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Lord’s letter to the Member for West Ham 
said that the proposal was a temporary 
proposal, and not a complete scheme at 
all. I venture to think that letter would 
suggest that ultimately the Government 
desire to supersede the school boards. I 
remember in the debates of 1896 some- 
body asked the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he desired the school boards to 
be superseded, and I think his answer 
was very specific—‘ Yes, Sir, I do 
desire that.’” The Vice-President told 
us in his First - Reading speech on 
the late Bill that there should be 
one authority for all purposes of 
education, but it is quite clear that 
he did not mean it to be the 
school board, and therefore the school 
board was to be superseded. The ques 
tion ofthe form of local government 
for education is a fair one for discussion, 
We plead on behalf of the ratepayers 


'as much as the right hon. Gentleman 


opposite for a genuine scheme of local 
government for the control of education, 
and we are prepared to discuss it. We 
are prepared to leave it to the localities 
to say whether they would desire an 
ad hoc authority for all purposes, or 
whether the authority should be the 
municipal council. But you cannot 
settle a great, complex and difficult 
question of this character by a Bill of 
this small scope in the small amount of 
time at our disposal at present. I ven- 
ture to say with all respect that it is not 
quite fair or honest—if I may use the 
word without offence—to work the 


We believe that, being the right and true essential principle of the municipalisation 


of the local control of education into a 


measure of this sort, which is, as the right 


hon. Gentleman says, a temporary 


: : : : | expedient to meet an unforeseen emer- 
sion of the Duke of Devonshire when | al 
|5 J° 


My view will be set aside as the 
view of a progressive partisan. Now 
let me turn to another view—that of one 
of the most highly regarded and ex- 
perienced of the officers of the Board of 
Education itself for many years. Sir 
Joshua Fitch has expressed his opinion 
of the proposal in The Times of Tuesday 
week as follows— ‘#434. 


wad ' 





“The proposed compromise is, in fact, much 
more than an interim or provisional measure 
for meeting an unexpected emergency. It is 
far reaching and drastic in its character, for it 
carries with it the virtual repeal of much of Mr. 
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Forster’s Act of 1870. . 


{COMMONS} 
To bring about | 


so great a change incidentally and as part of a | 


statute would, in the existing state of legisla- 
tive business, be difficult and would seriously 
complicate the consideration of the problem 
when it is next presented tothe nation for 
solution as a whole.” 

That is the view of a man who for many 
years was principal adviser to the Board 
of Education. It is, I think, the Depart- 
ment view. Let me give another view. 
I read with interest the statement of the 


| session of Parliament. 
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introducing no great principles which 
cannot be fairly discussed in the present 
The other Bill 
was withdrawn because of that. We 
have asked a Bill to maintain the status 


quo ante until you can settle the difficult 


and thorny question of local government 


| for education. If that is too much, well, 


hon. Member for West Ham, South, | 


on this proposal of the Government to 
his constituency. He says— 

‘*T hope all interested in school board work 

will oppose to the bitter end the attempt to 
make school boards, before they are finally 
swallowed, bow down and go cap-in-hand to 
local councils, and beg to be allowed to carry 
out the work till they are abolished by the 
new Bill. It is adding insult to injury.” 
That is said by one of the supporters of 
the right hon. Gentleman and the 
Government in the House at the present 
time— 

“It is adding insult to injury, and I know 
the people too well to doubt that they will 
finally make short work of all who attempt 
to put backward the cause of national educa- 
tion, whether it be done as now attempted, in 
a tricky manner, or whether it be done, or 
tried to be done, by party power or force,”’ 
There is another view of this proposal. 
The right hon. Gentleman proposes to 
aggrandise the municipal councils, and, 
curiously enough, he proposes to aggran- 
dise the London County Council, which 
for many years was charged by a distin- 
guished Member with megalomania— 
with having too much work to do at 
the present time, and with having other 
functions added to that. What is the 
view of the London County Council 
on the proposal—that a great demand 
should be made upon its time? It 
refuses the tempting bait, and the 
Parliamentary Committee makes this 
report, which has been received by the 
Council. [An Hon. MemBer: No.] I 
said received from the Parliamentary 
Committee by the London County 
Council— 

“We think that the school board may justly 
resent being subjected to the judgment of the 
council in this matter, and that the council 
should be spared the invidious duty cast upon 
it by the Bill. We strongly deprecate any 
occasion of misunderstanding, conflict, or 
litigation with the London School Board.” 
What do we ask that the Government 
should give us? A temporary measure, 


Dr. Macnamara. 


let us have such a scheme as will enable 
the Local Government Board to remit 
surcharges for 1901-2 in any case of 
expenditure incurred on the same lines 
as the expenditure of 1900-1. That 
would leave the matter absolutely, where 
it now stands. We have asked for an 
enabling Bill, and we get in return a 
terribly disabling Bill. There is not a 
school board which looks upon it any 
other way. It is said that this does 
not in any way prejudge the future, or 
prejudice the ultimate settlement at all, 
I would believe that if it were not that 
I have had a pretty intimate knowledge 
of the methods of the Board of Education 
since 1895. I do not know whether 
Members remember the Bill of 1896. 
I have no doubt the right hon. Gentleman 
remembers it intimately. It was a Bill 
designed to municipalise the local control 
of education, and in some respects it had 
many good features. What happened 
immediately after that Bill was with- 
drawn fromthe House ? The right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice-President of the 
Council called together an unrepresenta- 
tive Committee, of which he was the 
chairman, for the purpose of considering 
the distribution of the Science and Arts 
grants—an exceedingly exiguous and 
small matter. What happened as the 
result of that Departmental Committee ? 
A report was drafted, and from if a clause 
was put into the Science and Art Direc- 
tory—Clause VII. The right hon. Gentle- 
man said that was done by Parliament. 
It practically made the technical instrue- 
tion committees the local authorities 
for secondary education. I say that 
never received Parliamentary sanction. 
The right hon. Gentleman was told so 


/on Tuesday— 


“These ‘bodies Shave ample Parliamentary 


| powers, and, if they had had funds as ample 


there would be no occasion to trouble the 
House, because they would be able to make 
arrangements for the carrying on of a school 
without any further statutory authority.” 


These things ought not to be done in 
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a Department Minute by the right hon. 
Gentleman; without receiving Parlia- | 
mentary sanction for his schemes. | 
do not say that they are bad schemes, | 
but I object to the way they are brought | 
about—the securing of them by passing 
Department Minutes. There is another 
case that hon. Members will remember | 
last year—the higher elementary school 
minute introduced here for the purpose | 
of making wider and larger provision 
for the higher education of the few! 
children whose parents are prepared to 
make a sacrifice and keep them at school 
a year or so beyond the normal limit. 
That Minute was placed in the House 
in that form. What happened? Directly 
it left the House for the subterranean 
area of departmental administration it 
was deliberately strangled. We are told 
that there were 190 applications, and only 
twelve were sanctioned, and some of 
those twelve were only sanctioned con- 
ditionally. If anyone thinks that by 
passing this Bill you will not jump the 
claim in favour of the municipal 
authorities, he must be singularly igno- 
rant of the methods of the Board of 
Education under its present ru’e. What 
happened after the debate last Wed- 
nesday ? The right hon. Gentleman 
immediately sent a circular to the county 
councils and the county borough councils 
in the following terms— 

‘“‘T am directed to enclose for your informa- 
tion a copy ofa Bill which the Government 
have introduced in the House of Commons for 
enabling the councils of county boroughs to 
authorise school boards to carry on for a year 
schools or classes which it would otherwise be 
illegal for them to maintain, to such an extent 
and on such terms as may beagreed on. I am 
to express a hope that your council will make 
such arrangements as will enable it to consider 
applications by the school board in time for 
suitable provision to be made.” 

The zeal for the Cockertonised schools 
and the amount of foresight in that 
proceeding would be very acceptable in 
regard to other matters. I can quite 
imagine—when in Committee we try to 
show that the phrase “to such an 
extent, and on such terms,” means 
local difficulties of all sorts and con- 
ditions—for nobody knows what is 
legal and what is not legal—the right 
hon. Gentleman standing up in Com- 
mittee and showing a sheaf of letters 
from local authorities which state that 
they were quite ready to do this, and | 
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that everything had been amicably 
settled. That is the sort of procedure 
of the Board of Education, and I 
protest against sending out these circu- 
lars, which prejudice the judgment of 
Parliament. The same ingenuous antici- 
pation has been shown in the Minute 
issued last Thursday, which says that 
the— 


“Evening continuation schools carried on 
by the school boards under the provisions of 


(No. 2) Bill. 


| the Education Bill now before Parliament may 


receive the same grantsas are payable to 
evening schools not being public elementary 
schools under the Minute.” 

That is rather a sort of cryptic statement, 
but it has this tendency ; it is designed 
to get the school boards to swallow this 
Bill because it will put them straight in 
regard to money ; and when the Bill is 
passed I have not a shadow of doubt 
that the same tendency to anticipate 
all these matters as is displayed in the 
circular memorandum will cause a 
deliberate prejudgment in regard to 
the larger question of the local authority, 
which ought to come before Parliament 
de novo next session. I protest against 
introducing this principle into a mere 
temporary expedient. 

Now, Sir, as a member of the Lon- 
don School Board, I want to say a 
few words in regard to the Cockerton 
judgment, which rendered this Bill 
necessary. The right hon. Gentleman 
told us that the Cockerton judgment 
determined two things. In the first 
place, we are not permitted to spend the- 
rates on instruction in day schools on 
science and art subjects. I wonder if 
the right hon. Gentleman recollects. 
how it was that the school boards came 
to spend the rates on science and art 
subjects. Soon after the passing of the 
Bill of 1870 the artisans in the north of 
England—who are more keenly alive 
to education than those in the south— 
put pressure on the school boards to 
make provision for higher education. 
if they were willing to send their children 
to school for a year or two after the 
The school boards 
made that provision with the deliberate 
sanction of the Board of Education from 
1870 downwards. In 1882 Mr. Mun- 
della distinctly invited the Welsh school 
boards to establish higher-grade schools. 
I maintain, therefore, that: from 1882 
the school boards obtained the sanction: 
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of the Board of Education to spend the | Education to evening schools require moditiva- 
rates on these higher grade schools. | tion °— 

Hon. Members are familiar with the | and the modification is to the extent 
fact that from 1882 forward every suc- | that a document of seventy pages is cut 
ceeding Vice-President of the Council| down to a flimsy leaflet of four pages. 
took occasion to go down to the country | If the school boards are to be humiliated 
to open these schools and to praise | for having broken the law, they have, at 
them—Mr. Stanhope, Sir Lyon Playfair, \least broken it in excellent company, 
Mr. Acland, Sir Henry Holland, and Sir | and I want to know under what control 
William Hart-Dyke. | the right hon. Gentleman intends to 


. | place himself, he having at least been an 

Sir J. GORST : I beg the hon. Gentle- | accessory before the fact. On January 

man’s pardon. I never said anything | 19th, 1899, the Vice-President went to 

about spending the rates on higher-grade | Bradford at the invitation of the Brad- 
instruction. What I objected to was| ford School Board. He then said— 


eir going bey smentary ORE 
their going beyond the elementary code. | *3¢ would be ® most unfortunate thing i 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: I should have | the work of the school boards in the great 
oe ee | Cities of the country and in the higher grade 


thought that higher-grade instruction ' schools, science schools and evening continua- 
would have gone beyond the elementary | tion schools were in any way interfered with.” 
code. I say that what the school boards | : ; 
have done from 1870 onwards they have | |. 2™ — from the Leeds Mercury of 
done with the sanction of the Board of | the 12th January, 1699, and I observe 
Edueation. This statement specifically that the | ee ee made “with 
ae ee Ge ew the saben were! pleasure. Then I claim the right hon. 
to be paid for schools. In 1882 | Gentleman’s vote against his own Bill, 


a Mit, Mittal invited the by which he now claims to interfere 
Welsh school boards to establish higher | — those es jan hi 
grade schools, but nothing was said | c einige " ee sages Tynes = 
about not spending the rates. From vockerton judgment is with regard to 
Steak theese every succeeding Vice-President | the night schools. The judges laid it 
has taken the opportunity to open down that we cannot spend the rates 
oC 7 . . . 
many of these higher-grade schools in | 07, Sence and art in night schools, 
large towns. Among the names I might neither can we spend the rates in any 
quote are those of Mr. Stanhope, Sir night. schools at all for adults. Mr. 
Henry Holland, Sir Lyon Playfair, Mr, | JUStice Wills laid it down that between 
o ’ e “so 2 ~ ‘ 2 ‘ 93 y" a « Te tas) Ye) * 
Acland, and the right hon. Baronet the the ages of sixteen and seventeen a 
Member for Dartford, who, referring on | PeTS°0 ceased to be a child, and I want 
April 19th to these occasions, said— ito show how the Government have 
i eile Ws thie afiin al “ ae taken that view and used it in a very 
‘He felt like the villain of the piece, for |}... y : gat la : ? 
he hed visited in an official position Sheffield, hard manner. The Government _ go 
Birmingham, and other large towns to perform much further than the judgment. The 
the pleasing duty of distributing prizes and | Government say you shall not only not 
I ting prizes 7 3 y 
certificates at those law-breaking institutions ; spend the rates upon children over 


had taken a leading part in their criminality | rtd 
and encouraged their career by commending 16} years, but you shall not use the 


their curricula in all respects and urging them | grants for children over fifteen. The 


to increase their efforts in the same direction.” | eager way in which the Government have 


re a ad clenite ie charectccltae a 
which proposed to lay violent hands on 1 education 1s charé ( 

these peg would come arid rapidly to | “mag or ig sschaeaatcagegted patie 
the end of its career. The right hon, |0Ul. 4ithe wonder 1s It that the Volonia 
Gentleman repudiated eo ig altered Secretary at Birmingham the other day 
that, but he signed the evening school said—“* I regard this opening time of the 
code, and, as Vice-President, he was Twentieth Century as a most critical 
responsible for it. The present docu- time in the history of British education.” 
ment says this— | For once in a way, we cordially re-echo 
PEs Owing to the recent judgment in Rex v. | his sentiments. There is one statement 
Uockerton the regulations under which grants | that was made by the right hon Gentle- 
have hitherto been made by the Board of | man which I desire to flatly contradict. 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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The right hon. Gentleman said that the 
teachers had told his inspectors, who 
had told him, that the reason why the 
teachers would like to attend and pay 
for better instruction at the polytechnic 
classes was because if they did not go 
to the London School Board free classes 
they would be punished by the School 
Board. I desire, as a member of the 
London School Board, to give an entire 
repudiation to that statement, and I am 
surprised that it should be made in this 
House. I would like to know who these 
teachers are and who are the inspectors ? 
[Ministerial laughter.] Well, the right 
hon. Gentleman should not make a 
statement of that sort. We have had 
more than one statement from the right 
hon. Gentleman, who likes to take these 
matters out of their proportion and 
create false impressions. He has come 
down to this House and gibed at spherical 
geometry and the differential calculus, 
and other matters. 


Sir J. GORST: I never mentioned it 


in my speech. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: May I remind 
the right hon. Gentleman of the debate of 
ith March, the primary debate on 
elementary education? That was the 
date when the right hon. Gentleman 
gibed at the differential calculus. 


Sir J. GORST: I deny it. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: The right hon. 
Gentleman has an opportunity of refer- 
ring to Hansard, and he will find that 
he mentioned it. 


Sir J. GORST: I admit that I men- 
tioned it, but I deny that I gibed at it. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: It would be of 
course impossible to put the definition 
of a gibe into Hansard, but I think, 
though I may be wrong, that the de- 
meanour of the right hon. Gentleman 
showed that he intended to gibe at it. 
However, | withdraw. Upon the First 
Reading of the late Bill the right hon. 
Gentleman referred to a board school 
ball, at which he was a privileged visitor, 
and he referred to the matter again 
to-night. On this again I can only take 


the sense of the House, but clearly, in 
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my opinion, the right hon. Gentleman 
intended to convey to the House the 
fact that the visit he paid to the night 
school ball was recently paid, during the 
tine he was at the Council of Education, 
and during the time the School Board 
was in the hands of those disgraceful 
Progressives. 


Sir J. GORST: No, no. I do not 
know anything about Progressives. |] 
went with a gentleman, and though | 
was Vice-President, they did not know 
who I was. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: I do not suggest 

that they knew, but the impression I 
obtained from the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s statement was that the visit was a 
pretty recent one. 


Sir J. GORST: No. 
*Dr. MACNAMARA: It was made at 


the time the right hon. Gentleman was 
Vice-President, when the Progressives 
had control of the School Board, and 
when the Consolidated Fund was being 
“danced ” away on that occasion. What 
are the facts? The right hon. Gentle- 
man had to write to a member of the 
school board to ask him the oceasion 
on which he paid the visit. 


Sir J. GORST: No, no; that is not so. 
I may be forgiven for having forgotten 
the name of the school, and | asked the 
gentleman the name of it, because I had 
been requested to give the name of the 
school by the Rev. Stewart Headlam. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: The right hon. 
Gentleman had also to ask for the date 
of the visit. 


sir J. GORST: No: I did not ask for 
the date, but I made a mistake about the 
date. I had been a resident at Toynbee 
Hall—I resided at Toynbee Hall twice— 
and I put the visit in my first residence 
instead of the second. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: I gathered from 
the right hon. Gentleman’s statement 
that the visit was pretty recent, but the 
fact is that the visit was made seven 
years ago. 

Sir J. GORST: Oh, no; that is 
incorrect, for this reason, that seven 
years ago I was not Vice-President. 


2U 
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*Dr. MACNAMARA: Then it was | 260,000 of these people took up the 
made six years ago. Does the right hon. | elementary subjects. Can anybody say 
Gentleman deny that ? that the impression of the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman to-day was 
Sir J. GORST: I think it is six years not that the time was taken up by 
this autumn. dancing and all the rest of it? Again 
he had conveyed an entirely false im- 
*Dr. MACNAMARA: Then I must | pression to the House. Many of these 
ask the House what was the point which persons have neglected their earlier 
the right hon. Gentleman wished to education, and they come back in later 
make. I think the right hon. Gentle- | years, when they find the need of educa- 
man conveyed a false impression to the tion, for obtaining situations, and the 
House when he made this ludicrous technical instruction committees have 
reference to the dancing away of the no sanction to give these poor people 
Consolidated Fund. There was no jnstruction even in the mere rudiments. 
dancing away of the Fund in that par- | 
ticular case. On the oeceasion when the Sr J. GORST : In the new regulation 
right hon. Gentleman became Vice-| we give a grant for them. 
President the teachers asked him whether 
it would be permitted. *Dr. MACNAMARA: If a school is 
, ia. er organised as a public elementary school 
Sir J. GORST: No, no; that 1s not |, © hee ‘ie aauae A 
me these people cannot stay in it after the 
what happened at all. It was explained ; se : 
: : end of the year in which they are fifteen. 
to me that there were two kinds of gt : 
4 nn ? Many of them are much older than 
dancing taught. There was elementary *. ‘ae : rae.” 
3 ; : ry. fifteen, and it is a calamitous thing if 
daneing and advaneed dancing. The : ay 
i ‘ even at fifteen they are to be prohibited 
elementary dancing was taught to the 


‘om continuing their education. But 
sexes separately, and the advanced to the fi neg 5 : : 
‘ ee . ... Why this eagerness to seize on the 
sexes together. The whole thing was | ° : : ; ; 
an cee ns i _. Cockerton judgment in this connection, 
explained to me by the friend who was ; <n 
€ a iy . + and to exclude from benefit of the rates 
with me. The teacher did not know | : ; : 
nines aie nae pe pupils over sixteen and a_half—the 
was Vice-President, and therefore could) ¥. ‘ 

a right hon. Gentleman says of not only 
not ask me. ' ' 
the rates, but they shall not have grants 
*Dr. MACNAMARA: I am sorry we after fifteen years of age. I do not see 
were not told this when that statement why we should accept the Cockerton 
was made to the House. The right judgment. We are here to alter that 
hon. Gentleman, whether intentionally judgment. Let me point out as a mere 
or not, misled the House of Commons. illustration where I think the Cocker- 
[ only know that these things are taken ton judgment is faulty. The Cockerton 
out of their right proportion and pre- judgment is based on the Act of 1870. 
sented to the House in a misleading | At the time that Act was passed the age 
form. Take the character of the in- in the night schools was eighteen, and 
struction given in the night schools. there were many pupils in the schools 
The right hon. Gentleman’s own Return of seventeen years of age. The Cockerton 
shows that there are 260,000 pupils judgment is a violation of that Act, and 
who take up and are qualified for grant I deplore the eagerness with which it 
in one or other of the elementary sub- | has been seized upon and improved upon 
jects, reading, writing, and arithmetic; | in a wrong sense to stint the education 
62,000 in English subjects, geography, his- | of the people of this country. In 1878 
tory, and the life and duties of a citizen;|a superior age limit of twenty-one wes 
18,500 in languages, French, German, | made, and in 1881 Mr. Arthur Acland 
etc.; 32,000 in mathematics, algebra,| swept away the age limit altogether. 
mensuration, and the like ; 42,000 in|The right hon. Gentleman has given 
science ; 101,063 in commercial subjects ;;| some pictures of night school work. 
113,000 in miscellaneous subjects—vocal | Let me give a picture of two of the night 
music, ambulance, home nursing, short-| schools. There are two complete and 
hand ; 80.851 in domestic economy and | separate means of checking them. There 
needlework ; and 1,846 in other subjects ; | is the right hon. Gentleman, and there 
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are his inspectors who visit the schools 
continually and who report upon them. 


us in his present report, that he found 
a woman “over forty years of age 
learning to read by spelling out mono- 
syllables.” In another school he found 
“a father and son sitting side by side 
working some very elementary examples 
inarithmetic.” He goes on to say that in 
a class of young Durham miners a 
geography lesson was given with lantern 
views, and it was suggested that a 
description should be given of the 
picture which had given most pleasure. 
One of the class, in concluding his essay, 
hoped that the inspectors would excuse 
his handwriting, as his fingers were 
only just beginning to find the differ- 
ence between a penholder and a _pick- 
axe. This is the sort of work which 
the right hon. Gentleman proposes to 
upset. One other extract. Mr. Fitz- 
maurice, chief inspector of the north 
central division, describing a night school 
for women at Whittington Brushes, 
found two between forty and _ fifty, 
two between fifty and sixty, and three 
hetween sixty and ninety. [An hon. 
Member laughed.| I do not think it is 
a matter for laughter, unless hon. 
Members are prepared to mix a little 
heart-ache with it, on account of the 
neglect of the State, which makes it 
necessary for these people to come and 
get instruction in the most elementary 
subjects at such ages. Mr. Fitzmaurice 
said that “their attendance also is 
remarkable, for they come most punctu- 
ally, undeterred by distance, darkness, 
lonely roads, and bad weather.” And 
yet this is the work it is proposed to 
undermine. The right hon. Gentleman 
knows as well as I do that there is no 
money, no Parliamentary sanction in| 
any Bill now before Parliament, or in 
any minute, which would permit of this 
work going on in the future if the schools 
are organised as public elementary night 
schools, 


Sir J. GORST: I entirely deny what 
the hon. Member says. If this Bill is) 
passed, and its provisions are carried out, | 
there is nothing to prevent instruction 
of this kind being given. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: I 


must make | 





this quite clear, 


This Bill provides that | 
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Mr. Brown, of the Durham staff, tells | 


lance of 
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this work shall go on in board schools— 
| that all the work shall go on that is now 
in existence. It is to be continued for 
twelve months, but I am talking of those 
people who will not come in until next 
year, who are not in the schools at all. 
They will not be able to come in because 
the right hon. Gentleman’s Minute says 
for the future, if you organise public ele- 
mentary night schools, you cannot have 
'anybody over the age of fifteen. 


Sir J. GORST: The hon. Member is 
very unfair. It is not I that say this. 
It is the law. 


*Dr. MACNAMARA: First of all the 


‘law says, “* You shall not use the rates 


for pupils over 163 years.” Then the 
right hon. Gentleman goes further and 
says, ““ You shall not have grants either 
for pupils over fifteen.”” But the Minute 
is not law. It has to be forty days before 
it is law, and I hope the House of Com- 
mons will agree to modify it on behalf 
of these poor people before it becomes law. 
And these things are to be done under 
the hand and seal of the Minister who 
a little time ago told us that— 

‘*The man or woman who is content to leave 
our people intellectually inferior to those with 
whom they will have to contend in the peace- 
ful arts is no better a friend to this country 
than those who would leave us comparatively 
defenceless, and allow our rivals and opponents 
to have ships, guns, and materials of warfare 
far superior to our own.” 

And by the Minister who shortly before 
that told us this— 

“* The only desire which every lover of educa- 
tion, every educated man and woman, can 
possibly have, is that the utmost possible ex- 
tension shall be given to our nationa] system 
of education, which in the last generation has 
made such great progress, and that we should 
not level down but level up, and make the 
institutions of the country as perfect for the 
education of the people as it is possible to make 
them.” 

I want to say in the most deliberate 
manner possible that I marvel at the 
colossal contradiction between the right 


-hon. Gentleman’s precepts and his prac- 


tices. And I marvel more at right hon. 
Gentlemen and hon. Gentlemen opposite 
who take so paltry a view of the import- 
national education from the 
point of view of national defence and 
national advancement. Hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, and right hon. Gentlemen 
too, are never tired of making appeals 
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to our patriotism—flamboyant appeals | 


as to the importance, the magnificence, 
the power, and the influence of the British | 
Empire. I agree with them, but what | 
is the good of adding new areas to the | 
British Empire, painting fresh areas red, | 
if the only purpose you serve is to find new | 
markets and new spheres of influence for 
more highly equipped foreigners. We 
have lately annexed the Transvaal and | 
the Orange Colony. What is the imme- 
diate sequel? I read the immediate 
sequel of that annexation in the report 
of His Majesty's consul at Hamburg. 
And what is it he tells us— | 





“It is confidently expected here that atter 
the restoration of peace in South Africa 
German trade with this country will experience 
a considerable development. 


We do not spend our money and spill our 
blood to make fresh trade for Germans, 
and if this comes true | want to say that 
it will be because of the educational policy 
of the present Administration—a_ policy 
which I want, in the most deliberate 
manner, to characterise as Little Eng- 
landism of the most pernicious and 
disastrous character. I beg to move 
the Amendment standing in my name. 


*Mr. EMMOTT (Oldham) : I rise for the 
purpose of seconding the Amendment 
moved by the hon. Member for North 
Camberwell. Before the hon. Gentleman 
moved his Amendment we listened with 
great interest to the clever and in some 
respects amusing speech of the right hon. 
Gsentleman opposite ; but [ must say, with 
all due deference, that that speech left a 
very unpleasant impression in my mind. 
Taking, for a moment, the right hon. 
Gentleman’s facts as being perfectly 
correct—at any rate, | know he meant 
them to be—he made out a strong case 
for supposing that some of these evening 
schools in London are bad schools. But | 
this is a Bill not to close these schools, but 
to give the London County Council power 
to say whether or not they should be 
continued. I believe that the effect of 
giving the London County Council the 
power will be that the Council will say 
to the School Board, “Go on with your 
work ; we shall not interfere.”’ If that 
is the case these bad schools will still be | 
continued. I am glad the right hon. 
Gentleman had a few words of high 
praise for one of the large schools in 


Dr. Macnamara. 
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Manchester, but I do not think the “ mad 
competition” of London ought to be 
made an excuse for altering our Lan- 
cashire system. 

When the right hon. Gentleman 
turned to the question of county council 
and school board elections I think he 
showed that he really had never given 
much attention to the subject. It is 
quite true that a much smaller number 
of voters take part in school board elec- 
tions, but at such elections nothing is 
considered or spoken about but the 


| question of education, whereas at town 


council elections co sideration is given 
to the disposal of sewage, the state of the 
roads, the cost of the fire brigade, and a 
hundred and one other things, but hardly 
a word is said about education. Although 
it is not a decisive point there is the 
question of experience. The experience 
of town councils dates only from about 
twelve years back, when there was 
thrust upon them a new duty for which 
they had not asked, and which in many 
cases they have not shown the greatest 
anxiety to carry out very thoroughly. 
But the interest of school boards in edu- 
cation, so far as that test in the 
matter, comes from a record of thirty 
years enthusiastic work. 


is a 


One thing I can claim in regard to this 
matter is that I have come to the con- 
sideration of the Government proposals 
free from party passion or prejudice. 
At a meeting of my own party, called to 
consider this question, | was almost 
alone in asking that the previous Bill 
should not be directly opposed on_ its 
Second Reading ; and if I oppose the 
present Bill it is not because I am an 
enthusiastic advocate of a popularly 
elected ad hoc body to take charge of 
education, certainly not because I am 
specially prejudiced against the Govern- 
ment, but because the Government. 
having two courses open to it—the one 
plain and simple, to deal with this 
temporary difficulty by legalising the 
expenditure and leaving the manage- 
ment of these schools in the hands of the 
present authorities, and the other leading 
to the maximum of friction and un- 
certainty—has deliberately chosen the 
wrong one. I did not for various reasons 
oppose the previous Bill as regards its 
main principles. It is acknowledged 
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by everybody that, generally speaking, | 
in this country we are behindhand in the 
matter of education, especially as regards 
our provision for and our organisation 
of secondary education. The country 
is at length beginning to perceive that we 
are being beaten in various industrial 
walks of life by the people of Germany 
and of the United States, who are better 
educated than our own people. There 
are many problems connected with 
secondary education which we have to 
face. We are all agreed that the first 
step to be taken is the formation of suit- 
able local authorities to take charge of 
secondary education. In my _ opinion 
it is much more important to have such 
an authority than to find an authority 
which should be able immediately to 
take chargeot both secondary and elemen- 
tary education. The defunct Bill of the 
Government did lay down a_ skeleton 
basis of a local authority which I thought 
might be made workable, and, so far as I 
was concerned, I should not have felt 
able to vote directly against the Second 
Reading of the measure. That authority, 
if it had been created, would naturally 
have taken control and cognisance of 
these so-called Cockerton schools, because 
it would have been necessary to work 
them into the general plan for the pro- 
vision of secondary education in this 
country. That authority, however, 
would not have been, as the right hon. 
Gentleman tried to make it appear, the 
authority of his Article 7 of the South 
Kensington Code at all. It would have 
been an authority made by Parliament 
specially for the purpose of controlling 
and dealing with secondary education. 
But this Bill is entirely different. 
Avowedly a measure to meet for one year 
a temporary difficulty, it is to be used by 
a side wind to settle permanently the | 


formation of a secondary education 
authority in this country. It is against 
that that I contend. It makes the 


county and borough council superior 
to the school boards in the one depart- 
ment of school board work which is now 
proved to be illegal, but in the inception 
and carrying on of which the school 
boards have been all along helped and 
encouraged by every educational autho- | 
rity in the country for the last thirty 
years—at any rate, until the right hon. | 

| 
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Gentleman’s time. My criticism on this 
matter is not based on any objection to 
the municipalisation of all education, as a 
municipalisation of education, if it is to 
come about, must be well thought out. 
In my opinion some preliminary inquiry 
is wanted. Are our municipalities ready 
to take over all our educational work ? 
Perhaps in our smaller towns and counties 
that would be perfectly feasible, but it is 
scarcely feasible that the councils of our 
great cities would be able to take over 
the work of elementary education. If 
they do not take over this work, and it is 
still left to school boards, it is essential that 
school boards should not be hampered 
in their requirements and funds, and 
that they should be represented on the 
new local authority for secondary educa- 
tion in the large boroughs. These are 
large questions, which are not to be de- 
cided as side issues or a one clause Bill 
which we are first asked to consider in 
the month of July. 

The Education Bills of the present 
Government have been somewhat unfor- 
tunate. The 1896 Bill suffered, 1 would 
almost venture to say, from megalo- 
mania, about which we have heard in 
another connection. That Bill was not 
left in the hands of the right hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, and almost as soon as it 
reached Committee stage it was found to 
be unworkable. The previous Bill of 
this session was a mere skeleton, and it 
naturally suffered from the want of 
vitality, which is not unusual in skeletons. 
I personally wish I could have seen all 
the drafts of that Bill before it assumed 
its final shape. For the withdrawal ot 
that Bill a wicked Opposition is blamed. 
We are weak and divided and despicable 
enough when it suits the purposes of 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to say so, but when we exercise our 
undoubted right to criticise an important 
measure we are guilty of factious opposi- 
tion, and the work of Parliament cannot 
be carried on. But the real reason of the 
want of success of the Government's 
educational policy is something quite 
different from any factious opposition 
from this side of the House. There are 
many keen educationists on the benches 
opposite ; there are also a certain number 
who imagine that the country is being 
over-educated ; and there are others who 
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say frankly that their chief concern in 
regard to education is to see that the 
interests of the Anglican Church are as 
far as possible furthered. 
reason for the want of success of the 
Government in its educational policy is 
that the chief members of the Govern- 


ment in this House do not seem to have | 


really given their attention to the prob- 


lems surrounding the question. The) 
Minister who represents education— | 


whose ability and knowledge are unques- 
tioned—pursues a somewhat unaccount- 
able course, and the answers he has given 
this afternoon, and the clever and amus- 


ing speech he has delivered to-night, have | 


not removed cur doubts as to his real 
purpose and intentions in this matter. 
The Government intends to try another 
Education Bill. Ido not know what the 
future may bring forth, but, at any rate, 


this Bill is a temporary measure, and as. 
} tet He 
to cut down our educational facilities. 


such it must be judged. 

What is the history of these Cockerton 
schools? The plain, broad fact is that 
they have been encouraged, furthered, 
and almost petted by the Department ; 
they have been blessed by the Education 
Ministers for the time being. Certainly 
they are now found to be illegal. I do not 
care one straw for the saving clauses of 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite in odd 
letters to odd districts, saying that in his 
opinion these schools were illegal. As 
[ say, the plain, broad fact is that they 
have been encouraged by the Education 
Department and by all Education 
Ministers, from Mr. Mundella to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Dartford Division, and that is a point 
of view which the Government appear 
to have neglected in their consideration 
of the matter. The net result of the 
Cockerton judgment is that many points 
are left very vague. We all agree, | 
think, that most of these Cockerton 
schools are wanted. There are, first of 
all, the higher grade day schools. Here 
and there these schools may have gone 
too far. | am quite ready to :dmit that 
there is educational waste in educating 
children between the ages of sixteen and 
eighteen in these schools, if there are 
adequate secondary schools in the neigh- 
bourhood, to which the children can be 
sent at a sufficiently early age to take 
advantage of the education there given. 
There is a danger of overlapping, and a 


Mr. Emmott. 


{COMMONS} 


The principal | 
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| certain amount of overlapping has taken 
place, but the figures given by the right 
hon. Gentleman to-night show that that 
overlapping is exceedingly small. These 
schools are wanted because they keep 
children at school who would not other- 
wise take advantage of the secondary 
schools, whose parents would not be 
persuaded to allow them to go to the 
secondary schools, but who are willing 
to take advantage of the higher elemen- 
tary education for another year or two, 
These schools want regulating, I admit. 
But they do not want suppressing, and 
they may be suppressed by the local 
authorities under this Bill. Seeing that 
France has behaved so differently in 
regard to education, that Germany is 
infinitely ahead of us, and that the whole 
of the people of the United States are 
enthusiastic over education, whereas our 
people are not, I say that this is no time 
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As to the continuation schools, I think 
they are a necessity, for the reasons given 
by my hon. friend. They are the only 
chance for those who as children have had 
their education neglected to recover 
their lost ground. I do not see any 
reason why these schools should be 
temporarily transferred for one year. 
As I have already said, there are two 
ways of treating this matter, and the 
wrong way is that of introducing a Bill 
such as this, not for the purpose set forth 
in the Bill, but in order that a principle 
may be asserted, that principle apparently 
being that such boards are for the future 
to be subordinated to county councils. 
If a permanent scheme, well thought out, 
for this purpose had come before us, if 
the councils were willing to take over the 
work, if the duty were laid on the councils 
of making adequate provision for educa- 
tion, and if they were endowed with 
ample funds from the rates—which at 
present they are not—much might be 
said for this plan. It must not for a 
moment be expected that money will be 
saved by handing over the control of 
education to the county councils. | 
fancy that the county and _ borough 
councils, if this duty is cast upon them, 
will be quite asextravagant, if not more s0, 
than the school boards have been. There 
are a larger number of school boards with 
a majority of so-called voluntary members 
than there are town councils with 4 
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majority of Conservative members. I am 
sorry to mention that matter, but it is a 
point germane to the question. Ona great 
many school boards the majority of mem- 
bers are elected for the special purpose 
of keeping down the rates, and 1 do not 
think that that would be the case if the 
work were handed over to the town coun- 
cils. The friction which exists in some 
places between the town councils and 
the school boards arises largely from 
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on a large scale with regard to coun- 
cils asa whole, and that therefore we need 
not look for any alleviation in the matter 
of rates for educational purposes if this 
change is made. Ii that is the reason 
at the bottom of this Bill—I do not say 
that it is—it shows that this temporary 
transfer would be foolish and undesirable. 
The cost of these particular schools is 
very small, but for one year the county 
councils are to have an endless power of 








an imperfect knowledge of the work of |stopping them. They will come to the 


schools boards on the part of the councils, | consideration of this problem in many 
and also from the irritation caused by | cases prejudiced against theschool boards; 
the constantly increasing precepts of | they will have to decide in a moment 
the school boards. These constantly | before the Bill is passed, according to the 
increasing precepts occur on account, | circulars of the right hon. Gentleman, a 
not of any wickedness on the part of the| problem requiring very careful study, 
school boards, but of the absolute necessi-| and involving the whole of the curricula 
ties of the case, in consequence of the! of these schools—a problem to which 
increasing number of children that have | they have given little or no attention 
to be educated. I do not think I shall | in the past, and which requires the work 
be wasting the time of the House if 1} of trained men as regards education, 
give a concrete case of what I mean. An) who are not to be found in large numbers 
old friend and neighbour of mine, now | on our town councils. Therefore, irre- 
dead, who took a considerable part in| parable harm may in many cases be done. 
local work, who was mayor of his borough | Another serious question may arise 
and afterwards chairman of the school) in consequence of different views being 
board, and who was also High Sheriff | taken by different authorities in different 
for Lancashire at one time, was for some | towns. Some councils will wisely say to 
vears chairman of the finance committee | the school boards: ** This is a temporary 
of the Oldham Corporation. He was so} matter ; go on with your work ; we will 
irritated and annoyed by the constantly | not interfere ; we will sanction everything 
increasing precepts of the school board | you want to do.”” Others will delight in 
that he left the town council in order} making things as difficult as possible, 
to stand as a voluntary candidate—he | and—I deplore it, but it is true—there 
was a strong and loyal Churchman—at | is no general enthusiasm for education in 
the school board election. He was) this country to stop such action. 

successful, and was elected chairman of | 
the board. So far from the school board | 
spending more than they ought, he found ‘they do lead to a certain amount of 
that they were doing nothing of the sort, | overlapping. lt. wan stated that the 
and three years later, being a courageous | cducation of children from fifteen to 
man, and not afraid of admitting he | eighteen years of age would be better 
had made a mistake, he stood, not a a) conducted in proper secondary schools, 
voluntary, but as a Progressive vandidate. | ond that consequently provision should 
That is a striking instance of a man who | be made by which children who would 
had all the local knowledge you could | profit by that education should be sent 
desire, who, as atown councillor, believed | 5 to the secondary schools at a suitable 
the school board were extravagant, | age. But are we going to get that done 
who left the town council to go to the|in one year? Our municipalities, with 
school board in order that he might | all due deference to them, are not yet 
bring them to better ways, finding that) awake to the problems which surround 
the school board were not extravagant | this most difficult and trying question 
at all, and becoming an enthusiastic | of drafting children Lessa elementary 
friend and supporter of school board | into secondary schools by means of 


work. I believe that that would happen | scholarships. 


But the real point to be made against 
these schools is that here and there 
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| proposed to be left out stand part of the 


in detail with the problems which the | Question.” 


Cockerton judgment has left undecided | 
If this work had been | 


and doubtful. 
left to the school boards, supervised by 


the Board of Education, no difficulty | 


would have arisen. But if it is to be left 
to town councils to go into all matters 
of doubt—and I understand from those 
who are best informed that there are 
an enormous number of questions which 
are doubtful—I think it will be almost 
impossible for them to decide those 
matters satisfactorily, and the result 
may be endless and unnecessary friction. 
It seems to me that this is a Bill for 
introducing one more chance of vetoing 
one department of school board work. 
I would venture to appeal to the Govern- 
ment. I do not say that we have always 
judged them correctly, but they have 
given us the impression that they do not 
‘are as they ought about this matter of 
the education of our people ; they have 
given us the idea that they are secretly 
pleased at this Cockerton judgment. 
I ask, is this the time to pass measures 
which may in any way stop any reason- 


able and useful scheme of education 
which is at present at work! Our 
industrial position is undoubtedly 


threatened, and it is threatened by those 
nations which are better educated than 
our own. If in the greater part of 
Germany attendance at evening continu- 
ation schools is compulsory up to eighteen 
years of age, is it the time to stop our 
children being educated at fifteen ? 
It is because | think that in some 
cases, at any rate, this Bill will lead 
to such a stoppage that I shall certainly 
vote for the Amendment of my _ hon. 
friend, which I beg to second. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘that’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘no Bill which proposes to meet temporarily the 
difficulty created by the judgment given in the 
Court of King’s Bench in the case of Rex v. 
Cockerton can be considered satisfactory which 
does not directly empower school boards, with- 
out the intervention of any other local autho- 
rity, to continue to carry on for the time being 
out of the school fund, subject to the regula- 
tions of the Board of Education, the work to 
the maintenance of which the school fund has 
been ruled not to be lawfully applicable.’ ”°— 
{Dr. Macnamara.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the words 
Mr. Emmott. 


*Sir RICHARD JEBB 
University): The speech of the hon. 
Member, to which we have all listened 
with interest, has done good service by 
lowering the temperature. and thereby 
raising the level of the discussion. I was 
glad that I could agree with the opening 
remark of the hon. Member who moved 
the Amendment, in which we were 
invited to consider this Bill in its bearing 
on the general educational situation. 
That is exactly what I shall endeavour 
to do in the few remarks I shall address 
to the House. We have long had an 
organised system of elementary educa- 
tion. We now desire to organise our 
secondary education, which has _ been 
described, not too harshly, as a chaos—a 
scene of conflicting authorities, over- 
lapping schools, and general confusion. 
Two years ago we obtained a central 
authority for secondary education. Next 
year we are promised a Bill which will 
give us local authorities for secondary 
education ; and we all hope that 
the Education Bill of next vear will be 
introduced early in the session. 


(Cambridge 


The proposal of this short Bill is to 
make the continuance of such work 
as the Cockerton judgment declared can- 
not legally be charged to the school rate 
dependent on the sanction of the existing 
local authorities for technical instruction. 
We have been reminded that technical 
instruction under the Act of 1889 covers 
practically everything except Latin and 
Greek and elementary instruction in 
English reading and writing. It is a 
very comprehensive form of secondary 
education of the modern type. The 
existing authorities which control it are 
our present authorities for secondary 
education, and in proposing to make the 
sanction dependent on them, the Govern- 
ment is not only adhering to the lines 
on which it proposes to organise secon- 
dary education, but it is also following 
the recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission on Secondary Education. I| do 
not propose to quote more than a very 
few words of the Report, but the passages 
quoted by the Vice-President of the 
Council might be reinforced by one 
| short passage, because it refers especially 





1206 


to | 
(pag 
“\ 
desir 
schoc 
other 
and 
shall 
latter 
as pli 
This 
rule | 
excep 
lishin 
eleme 
these 
techn 
The 
for > 
man 
poin 
auth 
are 
und 
but, 
local 
whic 
mue 
local 
cons 
mem 
elem 
Mini 
In x 
auth 
men 
and 
boar 
mad 
So t 
auth 
dom 
boro 
men 
It 
are s 
tion 
educ 
in h 
I sul 
to ex 
fact, 
elem 
scho 
Som 
upor 
the 
certa 
high 
the 


208 
the 


idge 
10N. 
ned 
- by 
‘eby 
was 
ling 
ved 
vere 
ring 
ion. 
our 
ress 
an 
LUCa- 
our 
een 
—a 
ver- 
ion. 
tral 
ext 
will 
lary 
chat 
| be 


s to 
‘ork 
can- 
rate 
ting 
ion. 
ical 
vers 
and 

in 
is a 
lary 
The 
are 
lary 
the 
ern- 
ines 
con- 
ring 
om- 
| do 
very 
1ges 
the 
one 
ally 





1209 Education 


to higher grade schools. The Report 


(page 290) says— 

“We conceive that it will 
desirable to bring these (the higher grade) 
schools into a definite and organic relation with 
other secondary (including technical) schools 
and institutions of the districts, so that they 
shall rather co-operate than compete with the 
latter, and shall be made more 
as places of preparation for advanced education. 
This may be largely done by imposing, as a 
rule (though one which may well be subject to 
exception), stricter limits of age, and by estab- 
lishing graduated scholarships, both from the 
elementary schools to these schools, and from 
these schools to other secondary schools and 
technical institutes.” 


{8 JuLy 1901} 





everywhere be | 
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number of local secondary schools in 
London. In those forty-three local secon- 
dary schools, taken altogether, the per- 
centage of scholars whocame from elemen- 
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| tary schools was no less than forty-eight. 


available | 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member | 


for South Aberdeen, under whose chair- 
manship I sat upon that Commission, 
pointed out just now that the local 
authorities contemplated in that Report 
are not the same as those contemplated 
under this Bill. That is perfectly true, 
but, as my right hon. friend knows, the 
local authorities for secondary education 
which the Report proposed contained 
much of the municipal element. The 
local authority for the county was to 
consist, as regards the majority, of 


members of the county council, the other | 


elements being partly nominated by the 
Ministerof Education, and partly co-opted. 
In regard to the county borough local 
authorities, one third was to consist of 
members of the borough county council, 
and one third of members of the school 
board, the remaining two sixths being 
made up by nomination and co-optation. 
So that in the case of the county council 


authority the municipal element  pre- 


dominated, and as regards the county 
borough authority the municipal ele- 
ment was at least a large one. 

It is objected that by this proposal we 
are setting a limit to the advanced educa- 
tion of the industrial classes, because that 
education can only be obtained by them 
in higher-grade schools with a low fee. 
[ submit that that statement is contrary 


to experience and to facts. As a matter of | 
fact, very large numbers of pupils from | 


elementary schools proceed by means of 
scholarships to the secondary schools. 
Some years ago a Return was asked for 


upon this subject, and it was laid upon | 


the Table of the House. 


It contained | not 


Ten of these local secondary schools were 
in London and thirty-three were in 
various parts of the United Kingdom. 
If we leave out of consideration the 
ten London schools, and take the thirty- 
three other schools, then the percent- 
age is actually fifty-six, and in some 
of those schools the percentage is 
from seventy to eighty. It should be 
observed that the secondary schools of 
Wales do not enter into this statement, 
or the average percentage would have 
been higher still. It is perfectly clear, 
therefore, that it is possible for elemen- 
tary scholars to go to secondary schools, 
and they do so very largely. But it is also 
true that they do not go in nearly such 
large numbers as they might do and 
ought to do. The reason is that 
there is a wasteful competition —ke- 
tween the higher grade and the secon- 
dary schools. I can illustrate this point 
by some facts drawn from London. In 
1891 there were in London forty-six 
secondary schools attended by 13,390 
pupils. During the past ten years much 
has been done in London to improve the 
efficiency and extend the operation of 
secondary schools. The London County 
Council has been most wisely liberal in 
this matter. In the present year the 
London County Council is giving 
about 688 scholarships and spending 
about £7,000 on maintenance-bursaries 
for its scholarship-holders. But despite 
all that has been done during the last ten 
years to increase the efficiency and extend 


/the work of public secondary schools in 


London, the number of pupils now 
attending such schools is less by one- 
half per cent. than it was ten years ago, 
although meanwhile the population has 
gone up by & per cent. What is the 
reason of that ? It is not the 
raising of the fee, for the fee has been 
lowered in most eases. I do not know 
whether in any case it has been raised. 
It is not the curriculum, for that has been 
adapted to modern requirements. It is 
difficulty of access, because 


certain statistics relating to forty-three | the London County Council have pro- 

higher grade schools in various parts of | vided scholarships in ample abundance. 

the country, compared with the same! The reason is, no doubt, the competi- 
7 l 
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tion of many higher grade schools. The 
total number of pupils in London Board 
schools has increased during the last ten 
vears by 13 per cent.; but if you take 
the top of the schools you find that the 


increase has been in an _ enormously 
greater ratio. The number of pupils 


shows an in- 
and in or 


in or above Standard V. 
crease of 47 per cent., 


above Standard VI. an increase of 
no less than 110 per cent. Now 
Standard V. represents the point 


at which a clever pupil ought to pass 
from an elementary to a secondary 
school, and Standard VI. represents the 
point at which he usually does go to the 
secondary school if he goes at all. Thus 
it is plain that at the top of the higher 
grade schools of London many pupils are 
detained who ought to have gone to the 
secondary school. 

That being the general state of 
things, allow me to make it clear by 
a particular instance. I am ready to 
give the name of the school, but _ob- 
viously it is not desirable to introduce 
it in the debate. There is an excellent 
secondary school, with a first-rate staff, 
giving an excellent training both scien- 
tific and technical, in a densely-populated 
part of London. In this school there are 
forty free places specially reserved for 
scholars from the elementary schools in 
the immediate neighbourhood. The 
headmaster, who is a very able teacher, 
is most anxious to obtain pupils from 
elementary schools. The County Coun- 
cil has recognised the school as suitable 
for the holders of its scholarships, and 
there are plenty of such scholarships. 
Some years ago these forty free places 
were all filled, but the demand for them 
has dwindled with the development of 
the higher grade schools. This year 
there is not a candidate for any one of 
the forty places. What is happening in 
London is happening, more or less, in all 


parts of the country. There may 
be a neighbourhood amply supplied 
with efficient secondary schools. The 


school board starts a new higher grade 
school, and these pupils are attracted 
from the neighbouring — secondary 
schools which suffer from a process of 
depletion. 
to find that some of the higher grade 
schools make exactly the same complaint 


against the ordinary elementary schools 


Sir Richard Jebb, 


{COMMONS} 


It is curious and instructive | 
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which the secondary schools make 


against the higher grade. I have here 
a short extract from the report of the 
London School Board upon the higher 
grade schools, dated the 19th of March, 
1900. It says— 


“It is found that the former (the higher 
grade school) is not sufficiently supplied with 
scholars who have passed the standards in 
ordinary schools. It would be to the obvious 
advantage of these children to continue their 
education in the higher grade school where 
adequate provision has been made for them, 
instead of remaining, as now, in a class com- 
posed of two or three standards, taught by one 
teacher, whose attention is divided among these 
various elements of the class. No specialising 
of the work of the most advanced of these can 
be attempted, and the children, finding that no 
definite advance is being made, drop away from 
school altogether. Many promising children 
are undoubtedly lost and drift away on this 
account. In the special school they would work 
under conditions calculated to call forth their 
highest powers, and would be stimulated to 
renewed effort, or aroused to fresh enthusiasm, 
by association with their fellows of equal or 
higher ability.” 


It is a very striking thing that not 
only is this system defended, but it is 
apparently advocated by many of those 
who profess to desire an educational 
ladder by which it may be possible 
for children to get from the ele 
mentary school to the university. The 
argument which they generally use is 
that continuity is desirable in educa- 
tion. Yes, but in education  con- 
tinuity means progress, and the con- 
tinuity which these persons approve 
means marking time. Nothing can be 
educationally worse for a clever pupil 
than to stay on at a school of which he 
has nearly reached the top. What he 
really needs is to go to a school in which 
he will receive a fresh stimulus, where 
he will compete with pupils who know 
more than he does, where he will find a 
new atmosphere, and be brought into 
contact with the larger aims and more 
elastic methods which distinguish secon- 
dary from primary education. It is 
strange that those who desire this 
transter should be regarded as wishing 
to restrict the opportunities of popular 
education. We might retort that those 
who wish the boy to linger on in the 
higher elementary schools, and to receive 
only an unsatisfactory substitute for 
secondary education, are those whe 
would really restrict education. 4 
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system of edreation which, for the 
majority of pupils, is to end at fourteen 
or fifteen is necessarily different in its 


aims and methods from a_ system 
designed to continue up to the 
age of sixteen or eighteen. The’ 


country owes a large debt to the best 
school boards for the admirable work 
which they have done in elementary 
education. I think we are all ready to 
recognise that obligation in the fullest 
manner. But what is desired at this 
point in the history of our country is that 
while elementary education should be 
thorough, secondary education should be 
thorough also ; and that adequate means 
of access from the one to the other should 
be provided. I believe that the Govern- 
ment have at heart the wish to contribute 
to this state of things. We are promised 
next year a Bill which will give us local 
authorities for secondary education, and 


we may hope to havea system in which | 


elementary and secondary education will 
be at last placed in their proper relation 
to each other, and on which we may 
build up on secure foundations the 
intellectual welfare of the people. 


Mr. BRYCE: I find myself in accord 
with almost every word that has fallen 
from my hon. friend who has just sat 
down. 
valuable suggestions, which I hope will 
be taken up by those interested in this 
question, and which I hope will be remem- 
bered when we come to deal with the 
larger subject of secondary education. 
But my right hon. friend has entirely 
abstained from saying anything to 
justify the Bill before the House. | 
agree with the view that he took, that 
there is a chaotic condition of things in 
regard to secondary education at the 
present time, and that the relations 
between secondary and elementary edu- 
cation ought to be clearly defined. I 
noticed that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Vice-President of the Council also 
abstained from defending this Bill, and 
he chiefly devoted himself to an attack 
upon the school boards, and particularly 
upon the London School Board. We 
found this attack very amusing, although 
not absolutely novel, and it does not carry 
us any further in dealing with the diffi- 
cult problem which now presents itself 
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He has contributed some very | 
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| short and simple one. It is short in its 
words, and it is intended to operate only 
for the year. On the face of it, it may 
appear to be a measure which the House 
_might easily dispose of. This measure, 
however, is not presented to the House 
as a small measure. It is presented to 
us, as was stated by the First Lord of the 
Treasury, as the assertion of a great 
principle. In the words of the right hon. 
Gentleman, that great principle is that 
the local authorities—by which I suppose 
he means county and municipal authori- 
ties—are in the future to be the authori- 
ties for secondary education. That 
principle was carried much further by 
the Vice-President of the Council, because 
in introducing the original Bill, of which 
this is the last surviving limb, and the 
one part of the cargo saved from the 
wreck, the right hon. Gentleman dwelt 
particularly upon the fact that it was 
intended to assert the principle that 
all kinds and branches and forms of 
education must be in the hands of 
the same authority. This is the 
syllogism of the right hon. Gentleman :— 
All education must be in the hands of 
the same authority: secondary educa- 
tion must be in the hands of the muni- 
cipal authority ; therefore all education 
must be in the hands of the municipal 
authority. I think this is a very incon- 
venient way of presenting this question 
to the House. This ‘‘short and simple ” 
Bill, if we are to regard it in the light in 
which it was presented by the First Lord 
of the Treasury and the Vice-President 
of the Council, is a Bill which creates 
nothing lessthan arevolutioninsecondary 
education, because it will practically 
repeal the Act of 1870. It is not fair, 
and it is most certainly inconvenient, 
that in our discussion of this Bill we 
should have those larger principles 
brought up. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Hear, hear. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am glad to hear that 
cheer from the right hon. Gentleman, 
and I hope I may take it as indicating 
that this Bill is to deal only with the 
|Cockerton schools, and that it is not 


| affirming any principle which is to guide 


to the House. This Bill seems a very | us in dealing with education in general. 
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lf | am right in that assumption, and if| many questions open; it is cumbrous, 


that is the present attitude of the Govern- 
ment, it relieves me of a good deal of 
what I should otherwise have to say, 
and it will relieve these debates of many 
topics which it would be extremely in- 
convenient to discuss upon this 
because we should have to discuss them 
in the abstract, with imperfect informa- 
tion, and our discussions, being devoid of 
any knowledge of concrete application, 
would necessarily have been entirely 
inconclusive. Therefore I hope that we 
may now consider that we are discussing 
only the question of a temporary Bill. 
{An Hon. Memper: But is it so?] I 
understand it to be so, and I think the 
First Lord of the Treasury will contradict 
me if I am wrong in that assumption. 

But if this is only a Bill to deal with the 
Cockerton schools, why has it been 
introduced in this form? If it was 
intended only to deal with the Cockerton 
judgment it would have been much 
simpler to prolong the status quo for a 
yeir. The schools could have been 
kept going by giving a dispensing power 
to the Education Board or to the Local 
Government Board for one year. It 
would simply have been allowing to go 
on for one year more that which has 
heen going on for nearly thirty years 
under the repeated blessing and _ en- 
eoxuragement of the Department. No 
one will suggest that any illegal action 
should be condoned by a Government 
Department, but we are confronted 
with a purely temporary difficulty, and 
one which is not a serious one. It 
does not introduce any new element, 
and it would have been perfectly easy 
for the Government to have brought in 
a simple status quo Bill, which would 
have been passed, with a few words of 
debate, by the general consent of every 
Member of the House. The reason that 
has not been done is because the Govern- 
ment thought they saw a chance of 
asserting in this small and temporary 
Bill the large principle which they desire 
to establish. They refused the status 
quo to carry them on, in order to assert 
their principle, and they have taken a 
course which is open to nearly every 
objection that can be urged against a 
temporary Bill of this kind. It is im- 
perfect, because incomplete in its opera- 


Bill, | 


tion ; it is vague and doubtful, leaving | 


Mr. Bryce. 


controversial, and practically unwork- 
able. And all this because the Govern- 
ment were determined to do something 
more than deal with the difficulty which 
the Cockerton judgment created. 

I will point out why the Bill is open to 
these objections, which | will endeavour 
tosummarise. I think the Bill is incom- 
plete, because a great many schools will 
be stopped which ought to be allowed 
to go on. The Bill of the Government 
provides that no school shall be con- 
tinued and no classes shall be continued 
except those which have been carried on 
within the preceding twelve months. 
As the House knows, there are a good 
many classes and evening schools which 
were being arranged for by the school 
boards, which had not actually been 
begun, and at which pupils were pre- 
pared to attend. Under this Bill it will 
be impossible to begin those schools or 
open those classes. ‘That will be a serious 
inconvenience to a large number of 
scholars in many populous districts. - | 
quite agree that no new departure should 
be made which is likely to embarrass 
the new educational authority which is 
to be set up next year ; but surely it would 


have been possible to arrange a plan 
upon which these classes, the prepara- 
tions for which have actually been 


made, and for which in some cases the 
teachers had been actually engaged, 
could have been allowed to go on. Take, 
for instance, a case in which continuation 
classes have been carried on. Suppose 
it is the desire to replace them by another 
class in another locality, which will serve 
the people equally well or better, but 
which will not be exactly the same class 
as the one which during the past twelve 
months has been in operation, it will be 
impossible for that improvement to be 
effected under this Bill, although it 
may be a better class, and although it 
may do the work much _ better, and 
perhaps more cheaply. I suggest that 
that is a case for which this Bill ought to 
have provided. It ought to have pro- 
vided for a matter of that kind by extend- 
ing the powers of the Board of Education. 
I believe the Board of Education, with 
its knowledge of those matters, would be 
far more capable of dealing usefully with 
the matter than the local authority 
would be. In the next place, the method 
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proposed is one of great danger, and is | 


open to grave doubt and uncertainty. 

What was it the Cockerton judg- 
ment decided ? 
the hypothesis that everything is to 
require the sanction of the municipal or 
county authority for what is illegal in 
terms of the Cockerton judgment ; but 
I believe | am right in saying that what 
the Cockerton judgment decided was 
that the cost of education for adults 


This Bill is framed on | 


could not come out of the school rate. | 


That is a very doubtful term. What is 
an adult ? We have in our Acts of Par- 
liament a great number of different defi- 
nitions. I believe that there are five or 
six different definitions which extend up 
to grown men, but not one of these has 
been embodied in the Cockerton judg- 
ment. There is not a word in the judg- 
ment, except the dictum of Mr. Justice 
Wills, to indicate which is the time at 
which elementary education ceases to be 
given to a child, or at which it is im- 
possible that the school rate should be 
applied. The Board of Education 
appears by its recently issued Minute to 
think that fifteen is the age, but there is 
nothing in the judgment to show that. 
It may be sixteen or seventeen. The 
other point the judgment decided was 
that the education which was to be 
deemed to be covered by school rates and 
to which it could properly be applied 
was the education provided for by the 
Whitehall Code. as distinguished from that 
provided for by the Science and Art Code. 
It does not follow from that that 
everything in the Whitehall Code is 
elementary, and that the court holds 
that the subjects in the Science and Art 
Code are not elementary. Therefore, 
it remains a question whether the White- 
hall Code can be taken as the code for 
the proper application of the school 
rate. Here therefore the school boards 
are left in great difficulty. They do 
not know up to what age they may 
educate children, or in what subjects 
they may educate children, and keep 
within the law. Surely, if the desired 
result had been to remove stones out of 


the path of the school boards, the simple | 


mode would have been either to give 
a definition of these matters, or to give 
power to the Education Department to 
make a definition by Minute. That has 
not been done, and now the school boards 
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are left in a dilemma. Either they 
must apply to the county council or 
the borough authority in every doubtful 


ease, which would involve _ their 
applying in many cases not covered 
by the Cockerton judgment, and 


would certainly put them to a_ great 
deal of trouble in endeavouring to 
get legal opinion, and in determining in 
what cases, if the Bill becomes law, they 
must go to the county or borough 
authority ; or, on the other hand, if they 
do not go to the county or borough 
authority, they are exposed to litigation, 
and may be surcharged by some court, 
carrying out inmore detail and endeavour- 
ing to apply more minutely the principles 
of the Cockerton judgment. Surely that 
is not a dilemma to which the school 
boards ought to be exposed. I cannot 
think that it is a satisfactory way for 
Parliament to leave the question, and 
we cannot be surprised that one of the 
most distinguished and one of the ablest 
members of the London School Board, 
a man who is himself a member of the 
Moderate party, and a supporter of His 
Majesty’s Government, should have said 
that the proposal of the Government in 
this Bill appeared to him to be in the 
last degree absurd and_ preposterous. 

The proposal is also a very cumbrous 
one. It is proposed that there should be a 
reference from one body to another, from 
one elected body to another, and from 
one set of officials to another, and the 
questions which will be referred are 
partly questions of law, and_ partly 
questions of administrative policy. There 
will be a great deal of time involved to 
both these bodies in the correspondence 
which must ensue on the questions 
raised, and an attempt will have to be 
made to settle them, if the Bill is to be 
carried out in any real way. The matter 
does not stop there. It is not only 
cumbrous, but in the highest degree 
ealeulated to bring about friction. It is 
not a suggestion that the local authority 
should simply sanction what the school 
board may be doing. The words of the 
Bill are that an agreement is to be made 
between the borough authority and the 
school board as to what is to be done. 


| That is to say, that the borough authority 


is to debate with the school board the 
extent to which it is to go, the terms 
on which it is to go, and the amount 
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of money which is to be paid. What | with the question. That is a matter 


opportunities for debate, controversy, 
and friction in settling those questions, 
which ultimately the new authorities are 
to discuss with one another! We know 
that there is always friction between 
authorities, and especially—and__ this 
is a remark I am particularly anxious to 
make—when the two authorities have 
the same area. It is not at all the same 
thing if the two authorities are elected 
by different electors for different areas. 
The friction is likely to be much greater 
in the case of a borough than in that of 
a county. In the case of a borough you 
have the borough authority and the 
school board elected by the same electors, 
in the same area. Yet it is chiefly in 
the boroughs that these schools exist, 
and to which this Bill will apply. The 
local authority to which the applications 
of the school boards are to be referred 
is not even to be a permanent authority. 
I opened the Bill with the impression 


that at any rate we were making a 
definite step forward, and that the 


Government were giving us under this 
measure the authority which would in 
future control these schools. But that is 
not so. The authority is to be the county 
council, or the borough council, or it is 
to be a certain local authority under the 
Technical Instruction Act, by which I 


understand—I shall be corrected if I 
misunderstand it—an urban _ district 
council or non-county borough. The 


future authorities, so far as indicated in 
the Bill of the Government, are to be 
committees in boroughs and committees 
in counties—notthe county councils them- 
selves, not the borough councils, not the 
technical instruction committees—but 
other committees, of whom, indeed, we 
do not know much. We only get an 
outline of it through the fog with which 
the Government have surrounded the 
subject, but, at any rate, we know that 
they are not the authorities who are to 
act under this Bill. 


| 


Therefore, you are | 


presented with the fact that these autho- | 


rities are to discuss for one year for 


the purposes of this Bill questions which | 


will never happen in the future, but will 
go to different departments altogether. 

Lastly, on this department of the 
subject, the Bill appears to be inefficient 
and unworkable, because the new 


which the Vice-President of the Council 
is trying to put in a very different light. 
But how is he trying to do it ?_ By repre- 
senting the authority to be the technical 
instruction committee. This Bill does 
not mention the technical instruction 
committee. It mentions the borough 
council and the county council, but 
there is nothing to show that the 
county council will go to the techni- 


cal instruction committee. I am 
told as regards the London School 
Board, to which the Vice-President 


directed most of his argument, that they 
do not intend to act through their tech- 
nical instruction committee. I can well 
fancy that other bodies may take the 
same view, because they will say, ‘ The 
responsibility is ours, and we are bound 
to investigate it for ourselves.”’ Even if 
it were the technical instruction com 
mittees, I cannot admit that these bodies 
will have all the knowledge needed for 
this question, because the school board 
classes are by no means the same as the 
technical instruction classes which are 
maintained out of the tech ical instruc- 
tion grant. The school board classes 
are technical classes which have been 
constructed with reference to the elemen- 
tary schools, and they have been worked 
by the school board as part of the elemen- 
tary school machinery. They have¥in 
many cases, I admit, outgrown the ele- 
mentary limits. At the same time, they 
were formed with reference to elementary 
education, and I do not think it is possible 
to determine whether they should go on, 
and on what terms and to what extent, 
and what sums of money should be spent 
upon them, without a knowledge of the 
elementary schools and classes. That 
knowledge is confessedly not possessed by 
the county council. 

I cannot help feeling that the present 
proposal of the Government is nothing 
less than an attempt to subordinate 
one authority to another authority 
which has not the requisite knowledge 
and experience for dealing with the 
matter. Although I do not wish to dis- 
parage what has been done by the borough 
and county councils, I must say that the 
appeal provided in this Bill from the 
school boards appears to me to be an 
appeal from comparative knowledge to 


authority is not really competent to deal | comparative ignorance, and from com 


Mr. Bryce. 


{ 





12: 
pai 
la 
Sec 
fav 
ref 
pri 
(ju 
in 
gre 
fro) 
nev 
Cor 
mel 
the 
and 
the 
edu 
tho 
con 
of 
mat 
mig 
Gov 
not 
of t 
sch 
coul 
to : 
tion 
not 
has 
rien 
it il 
How 
The 
the 
kno 
that 
dent 
kno 
wha 
tions 
cate 
has 
may 
does 
Gove 
enor 
comy 
the | 
mitt 
tion, 
their 
scho 
whie 
and 
posec 


me ; 


1220 


latter 
uncil 
light. 
repre- 
inical 
does 
ction 
ough 
but 
the 
cehni- 
am 
chool 
ident 
they 
tech- 
1 well 
> the 
* The 
ound 
yen if 
com 
odies 
d for 
board 
s the 
1 are 
struc- 
lasses 
been 
‘men- 
rked 
men- 
ye¥in 
. ele- 
they 
ntary 
ssible 
oO on, 
‘tent, 
spent 
f the 
That 
ed by 


esent 
hing 
inate 
ority 
ledge 

the 
) dis- 
ough 
t the 

the 
e an 
re to 
com: 





1221 Education 


parative zeal to comparative indifference. 
| absolutely deny that the Report of the 
Secondary Education Commission is in 
favour of this Bill. It has absolutely no 
reference to this Bill. I was a little sur- 
prised to find the right hon. Gentleman 
quote with particular emphasis a passage 
in that Report which dwells upon the 
great urgency of the question, seeing that 
from 1895 to 1901 the Government has 
never listened to the advice which the 
Commission gave them. The Govern- 
ment have only themselves to thank for 
the failure of the attempt made in 1896, 
and which they have not renewed since, 
thereby allowing the state of secondary 
education to go from bad to worse, and 
those vested interests to grow up which 
constitute the great difficulty in the way 
of education reform. The proposals 
made in 1895 were proposals 
might still fairly be presented by any 
Government to the House, but they are 
not the proposals of this Bill. The gist 
of this Bill is that we are to subject the 
school board in a borough to the borough 
council in that borough. We = are 
to subject a body elected for educa- 
tional purposes to a body which is 
not elected for those purposes. which 
has no educational knowledge or expe- 
rience except that which has been given 
it in regard to technical instruction. 
How do we propose to meet the difficulty? 
The difficulty has not been overstated by 
the Vice-President of the Council, who 
knows the subject thoroughly. I wish 
that I understood what the Vice-Presi- 
dent’s policy was. At any rate, I do not 
know, and would not undertake to say, 
what the Vice-President’s real convie- 
tions are. The depths of his mind on edu- 
cation are depths which no plummet 
has yet been able to fathom, but if one 
may take his policy from his speeches, it 
does not appear to be the policy of the 
Government. The Commission saw the 
enormous difficulty which arises from the 
competition of local bodies. We saw that 
the borough councils through their com- 
mittee were seised of technical instruc- 
tion, and that the school boards, through 
their higher-grade and _ continuation 
schools, were seised of another subject 
which is on the borders of elementary 
and secondary education, and we pro- 
posed to meet the difficulty by constitut- 
ing a local authority in a borough on 


which | 
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which the school board and the borough 
council should have equal representation. 
That, of course, is quite different from 
putting the school board under another 
authority on which it is not represented 
at all. The proposals of the Secondary 
Education Commission, therefore, do not 
justify this Bill, but rather show that the 
plan of this Bill is one which will en- 
courage thet friction which the Commis. 
sion sought to obviate. We object to the 
Bill because it will lead to confusion, and 
we must again declare that no decision 
which may be snatched upon a temporary 
Bill from a wearied House, which renders 
adequate discussion impossible, can pos- 
sibly be accepted as final, or as determin- 
ing anything whatever upon a question 
which is of the highest moment to the 
educational interests of the country. 


*Mr. CRIPPS (Lancashire, Stretford) : 
I hope that in addressing the House for a 
short time I shall confine myself within 
the limits of the question which is realy] 
before the House—namely, the Bill pro- 
posed by the Government. | only want 
to say a word or two on the wider topics 
that have been raised. I cannot see 
any principle in the Report of the 
Royal Commission which is affected 
in the present Bill of the Government. 
I adhere to everything that is in 
the Report of the Royal Commission 
on Secondary Education. As regards 
one of the other wider aspects of the 
case, I hope I am justified in saying 
that I agree with every word spoken by 
the hon. Member for the University of 
Cambridge. I agree with all that he 
said as to the relation between secondary 
and elementary education. I am one of 
those who think that a_ secondary 
education Bill is wanted, and wanted at 
once, but I also feel that the higher grade 
education which is now given by some of 
our boards is not in the direction of pre- 
moting a proper solution of the higher 
education. The hon. Member for Cam- 
bridge University says that a system 
of scholarships is the proper method 
of education, so that the poorest child 
may be able to proceed to the higher 
branches. That is the system which 
I have always spoken for, and which 
I think is the right system. Then 
I agree with the hon. Member that 
the action of the school boards from the 
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educational point of view has not been 
in the direction of furthering com- 
mercial education in this country. It 
has tended to prevent a proper scheme 
being introduced, and to retard what 


ought to be the proper method—the | 


drawing of a distinction between secon- 
dary education and elementary education. 

There cannot be a greater fallacy than 
what was suggested by the hon. Member 
for North Camberwell. He seemed to 
think that this Bill aims at curtailing 
the powers of the school boards. Asa 
fact the Bill enlargest he powers of school 
boards, although there may be some 
difference of opinion whether the method 
adopted in the Bill is in itself sound or not. 
This Bill has become necessary on account 
of the Cockerton judgment, and I under- 
stand hon. Members opposite do not fully 
appreciate what the Cockerton judgment 
is. It is a simple matter. The Bill is 
not so vague as the hon. Gentleman 
opposite suggested, and it is not likely 
to lead to friction or inconvenience 
between the parties concerned. It has 
nothing to do with and it does not 
touch the powers of the Education 
Department in any way at all. 
The grants from the Board of Eduea- 
tion can be given exactly in the same 
way as in the past. As far as the 
Cockerton judgment is concerned, and 
as the judges pointed out, they are not 
dealing with the question of grants at 
all, but with the question of the rates. 
What they pointed out, and rightly 
pointed out, was that while you have 
local educational bodies with limited 
functions to give elementary education, 
these hodies, instead of fulfilling their 
duties, have given education to children 
which is not elementary, and also given 
education to adults at the cost of the rates 
—that is the whole point. They have acted 
in contravention of their powers, and the 
only question is how we are to deal with 
the situation so introduced. That they 
did it with full knowledge is cognisant to 
anyone who has looked into the history 
of this matter. As long ago as 1883 the 
London School Board was surcharged ; 
in 1885 they were again surcharged, and 
in 1888 the very point on which the 
Cockerton judgment was given was 


raised, and the ruling was given by the | 
Education Department that “the rates | 
cannot legally be applied to supplying | 

‘ 


Mr. Cripps. 
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| instruction in any subject which is not re- 
' cognised by the Code.” 


country. 
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All that the Cock- 
erton judgment has done is to confirm 
that ruling. I have no animosity against 
school boards, but I maintain that that 
ruling was perfectly well known to them, 
and yet in the teeth of it they have been 
acting against it. It is suggested that 
the Education Department was particeps 
criminis with the school boards in the 
illegality ; that they not only palliated 
but encouraged it. If the Education 
Department had done that they ought 
to be judged very severely, because it 
was for Parliament to decide how the 
rates were to be spent, and not the 
Education Department. The Education 
Board has not control of the rating 
question at all; it has to do with the 
grants from the Imperial Exchequer, and 
they cannot give a penny from the 
Imperial Exchequer without an Appro- 
priation Bill, passed by this House. If 
we look to the rates, what does this 
House do? It does not pass an Appro- 
priation Bill every year in regard to 
education rates ; but it lays down, and 
ought to lay down, the hard and fast 
lines outside of which any local or sub- 
sidiary authority ought not to have any 
power to spend the money raised by the 
rates. And that is what is done in this 
ease. I think myself it should be made 
a matter for discussion within what 
limits, under the guidance of this House, 
the rates should be expended for the 
purposes of national education. That is 
what this House has got to decide, and 
the principle of the Cockerton judgment 
is that although this House has decided 
these limits, its authority has been 
flouted, and the rates have been ex- 
pended on subjects on which the local 
authorities had no right to expend them. 

I would point out that this is an 
enabling Bill. I do not think anyone in 
this House is of opinion that some pro- 
vision ought not to be made for ecarry- 
ing on these schools on the same 
lines as has been inaugurated by the 
school boards. I notice that in some 
quarters, for party purposes, it is sug- 
gested that we are attempting to interfere 
with the educational system of the 
That is not so. I do not believe 
anyone on this side of the House wants 
to stop these schools. We all want to 
recognise that some temporary arrange. 
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ment ought to be made, but until a 
Secondary Education Bill is passed, and 
the proper lines drawn on which the 
money is to be expended on secondary 
education, these funds ought not to be 
illegally used. I think that is a matter 
of some importance, and for this reason, 
that many of us on both sides of the House 
hold the view that the rates are not, 
perhaps, the proper fund from which 
national education should be paid, at least 
to a large extent. 
national matter—a_ highly national 
matter—from which the greater part of 





the funds ought to be found from the | 


Imperial Exchequer. But when we 
find that rates are spent for purposes 
for which they cannot be spent under 
the authority of this House, and are 
spent illegally, we must have some remedy 
in order to deal with an impossible 
position. 


Dealing with the question of the) 


remedy provided by this Bill,. one has to 
consider what is the cause of the existing 
impasse as regards education which has 
come about im connection with the 
Cockerton judgment. ‘That is the 
answer to the argument of the right hon. 
Gentleman, that you must leave the 
school boards to go as they were doing, 
as a temporary measure. 
on my own behalf, I should oppose to 
the utmost any such proposal. It is 
wrong in principle, and the local authori- 
ties which have acted illegally ought 
not to have that illegality sanctioned, 
but should be restrained and brought 
within the proper lines laid down by 
Act of Parliament. The reason why 
they have gone outside their powers 
is that they are authorities ad hoc, 
and it is not unnatural that they should 
Jook to extending their functions outside 
their legal limits. That they have done, 
and what the House has got to do is to 
provide some remedy to prevent their 
illegal acts. Another suggestion has 
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| we should have our system of education 
| Properly limited as between secondary 
and elementary education, and not put 
/on the ratepayers a charge never in- 
tended to be placed on them. What is 
|the proper remedy? It is surely that 
'the ratepayers themselves should decide 
| whether the school boards are to be 
iallowed to go.on or not spending their 
money in a manner in which it has been 
decided was improper and illegal. What 
reason is there for thinking that the 
ratepayers will act harshly or unjustly 
as regards educational matters? I my- 
self, as chairman of the technical com- 
mittee in an agricultural county, have 
found that there was never the 
slightest desire to curtail expenditure ; 
on the contrary, the expenditure was so 
lavish that a good deal of it might be 
said to have been wasted. The proper 
authority is the representative of the 
ratepayers in the county councils and 
the county borough councils, and there- 
fore I hope there will be no departure 
from the true principle of this Bill. 
On behalf of many Members on this side, 
I protest, because we wish a matter 
of this kind to be dealt with on proper 
principles, that we are to be saddled 
with the cheap ery that we wish to 
prevent the adoption of a proper educa- 
tional system in this country. We are 
as anxious and eager as hon. Gentlemen 
opposite to settle a proper educational 
system. There is no question more 
to the front in the country at the present 
moment than that. The future of our 
commercial position depends upon our 
being placed, as regards commercial 
education, in as good a position as Ger- 
many and France. Let us get rid of 
‘this overlapping, wasteful, and cum- 
'brous machinery. I heartily approve 
and support this Bill. 


*Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) : 
|I agree with the hon. Gentleman who 





been made as regards the control of the | said that we ought to remove this ques- 
Board of Education in connection with | tion of education from the region of party: 
this matter. What I want to point out—_ but there is something even worse than 
as was pointed out by the Vice-President | party spirit—the sectarian spirit. The 
of the Board—is that there is no con-| Vice-President of the Council has 
nection whatever between the ratepayers | described this Bill as a Bill to make pro- 
and the Board of Education. The Board vision for carrying on certain schools. | 
of Education represents the central | think it would be more properly described 
authority and not the ratepayers at all. | as a Bill to close certain schools which 
If it can be done without any harm, | have been carried on successfully for 
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years. Would it not have been simpler 


to legalise what has been done? I would 
remind the House that we have got a very 
interesting precedent for legalising what 
has been done up to the present time. 
Only a few days ago we discussed the 
Demise of the Crown Bill, the express 
purpose of which was to relieve from 
certain pains and penalties Ministers of 
the Crown for acting illegally. The 
Government might very well have fol- 
lowed their own precedent and passed a 
simple enabling Bill to enable the school 
boards to carry on the work which they 
had done so well in the past. I object 
to the subordination of the educational 
authority to other local authorities not 
elected for educational purposes. It 
may be said that the local authorities 
are the representatives of the ratepayers. 
Yes, but they are the representatives of 
the ratepayers only on questions of 
drainage, water supply, and local govern- 
ment, but not for education. I could 
hardly believe my ears when I heard the 
Vice-President of the Council saying that 
it was time to have done with 
the pretence that school boards are 
specially elected for educational reasons. 
If the school boards are not elected for 
educational reasons, what are they 
elected for? The right hon. Gentleman 
says that in the local authorities we have 
a body appointed for educational reasons. 
That I suppose isthe Technical Instruction 
committee, but it may or may not be 
availed of under this Bill. It is com- 
posed of certain members of the local 
authority, with other representatives 
selected by them, but not elected by any- 
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' know there is one very good reason why 
e 5 e 


this Bill may pass: it would be a very 
great strain on the self respect of the 
Government and their amour propre it 
it failed. But I hope that the Govern- 
ment will not make it a point of honour 
to pass this Bill. The ostensible object 
of the Bill can be obtained in a better 
way, and it would be well to defer it to 
next session, and to respond to the desire 
of the hon. Baronet the Member for 
Wigan. 

I was interested to read a_ letter 
written last week by the hon. and 
gallant Member for South-West Ham in 
which he says to his correspondent, a 
member of the West Ham School Board— 

‘‘T am sure you must be glad with me that 
the new Education Bill has been dropped like 
a hot potato for this session. It was such a 
muddled affair (although I saw the cloven hoof 
in it) that I felt sure that it would not pass, 
Now, however, there can be no mistake. The 
secret is out, and it is formed to suit the 
interests of all those who fear the school 
boards, and hate the work they have done in 
furthering national education.” 


The local authorities may not interfere 
with the school boards. I do not suppose 
they wish to do so, but many Members 
on that side of the House, I am afraid, 
think that education has gone too far. 
[An Hon. Member: Hear, hear.| [am 
glad to hear the hon. Gentleman say 
‘Hear, hear,” in spite of the fact that 


/many hon. Gentlemen beside him believe 


one at all, and therefore not directly | 


representative of the ratepayers. I do 
not wish to say a disrespectful word 
in regard to members of town and 
county councils. There has been in- 
creasing difficulty of getting hold of 
suitable men to carry on the work, 
because the duties of these councils 
have been increasing ; and if you add to 
their work, you will increase the diffi- 
culties of getting good men. We object 
to this Bil’ because it will tend to restrict 


the operation of, and diminish the facili- | 


ties for, advanced education, or in the 
case of older persons, even elementary 


that education has not gone far enough. 
I see in this Bill a very great danger. 
The question is whether the work which 
has been carried on in these schools shall 
be carried on for one year more. I think 
that in most cases, if the work were 
entrusted to the municipal bodies them- 
selves, or to the technical instruction com- 
mittees, the work would be carried on fora 
year; but I fear that in cases where 
it is most needed the reactionary members 
of these bodies will not favour its 
continuance. These local municipalities 
have work of their own to do, and will 
prefer to spend the money on ordinary 
municipal work, such as drainage, water 
supply. lighting and cleansing of streets. 
rather than on the work of the school 
boards. They will say that ‘“ Parliament 
never would have left it to our option un- 


education by crippling the work of less it intended us to exercise that option.” 


the higher - grade _ schools, science 


| I was very sorry to hear the Vice-President 


schools, and continuation schools. I of the Council rather depreciating the 


Mr. Taylor. 
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work carried on by some school boards, | 


particularly the London School Board. 
The right hon. Gentleman spoke of the 
bad attendance at the evening schools, 
which he attributed to the fact that the 
pupils had not to pay for their education. 
He may be right, or wrong, but I think 
that even bad attendance is better than 
no attendance at all; 
reason why we should endeavour to secure 
better attendance. The right hon. 
Gentleman told us also that among the 
obstacles to the plan of this Bill was that 
existing school boards are filled with an 
so great a sense of their own import- 


ance and of the importance of their 
work. IL am glad to think that they 


have an overweening sense of the import- 
tance of their work. It is because | 
believe that the town councils have not 
so great a sense of the importance 
of educational work that I oppose the 
Bill. An hon. Member had told us that it 
was an almost pathetic spectacle to see 
middle-aged people going to night 
schools. [ have seen it myself, and men 
from forty to sixty years of age beginning 
their education at these schools, and I 
maintain that we ought to do everything 
in our power to encourage and not to 
discourage that. [I would be quite 
willing to join with the Vice-President 
of the Council in pruning the excrescences 
from these evening schools. I do not 
desire, myself, to see mere games taught 
and paid for out of the Consolidated 
Fund, but [I would not draw the line 
too tightly in regard to the population 
of London, whohave not too many sources 
of recreation. We ought to extend and 
not diminish our edueational facilities, 
not merely on the ground of our national 
trade interests, but also that our people 
may enjoy the higher pleasures of life, 
be led into higher thoughts, and taught 
to vote intelligently, and to take a 


greater interest in the affairs of the 
country. On these higher grounds we 


ought not to put a single straw in the way 
of the education of any class of the popu- 
lation which is willing to come and take 
it. It is no reproach that some of these 
schools have not been entirely successful. 
In many cases it was only too true that 
the people did not avail themselves of 
the advantages offered them, but let us do 
all we can to make them appreciate and 
use these advantages still more, and do not 


{8 JuLy 1901} 


and it is only a: 


(No. 2) Bill. 1230 


let us put into the hands of the local 
authorities power to thwart that educa- 
tion which is, after all, the mainstay of 
the country. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.) : 

So many references have been made by 
previous speakers to the municipalities,. 
that I, knowing generally the views, and 
wishes, and course of action of the cor- 
porations in regard to education, desire to 
add something from those points of view. 
I cannot help thinking that the expres- 
sions of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen and the hon. 
Member for Oldham, and others, in im- 
puting to the municipalities a desire te. 
take a course of action under this Bilt 
which would lead to friction between 
them and the school boards, are largely 
the result of their imagination of what 
course the municipalities would pursue. 
If the former Bill had been proceeded. 
with, and it is to be regretted that such 
was not the case, in my opinion the 
municipalities would have given unani- 
mously their support to it, subject to 
certain reservations as to Amendments in 
Committee, the nature of which were 
communicated to the Government ; 
and those views I expressly reserve until! 
we come to deal next session upon broader 
lines and principles with the question 
of the formation of local authorities for 
education. I am not authorised to say 
anything with regard to the present Bill,. 
because no opportunity has been fur- 
nished to the municipalities of considering 
it in detail, but at any rate it adopts 
the principle of the former measure— 
the municipal basis of education; a 
principle which I hope will apply 
eventually not only to secondary, but 
to elementary and higher education. 

In expressing the view of the munici- 
palities, I must disclaim at once the 
slightest hostility to the cause of educa- 
tion. On the contrary, I have the very 
deepest sympathy with it, and have to 
the best of my ability co-operated in 
promoting it in many forms. I have 
had the experience of a chairman” of 
committees of school boards; I have, 
like the Vice-President, had the oppor- 
tunity of visiting London board schools 
and continuation schools; and I have 
had the privilege of opening higher 
| grade schools, which in my opinion are 

2X2 
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doing and have done most admirable 
educational work. No one is more con- 
vinced than I am of the fact that educa- 
tion is the greatest national need of to- 
day. Reference has been made to its cost, 
and to its being given free ; in my opinion 
it had better be given freely than not 
at all. While we look at education and, 
of course, value it for the individual, | 
think there is another point of view 
which is more important, and that is, 
its value to the State. The expenditure 
upon education is, in my opinion, the 
most eonomic expenditure that we incur, 
and, so far from being costly, is both 
directly and indirectly advantageous and 
a source of saving to the State. When 
we hear of education tor adults, does it 
not behove us to remember what neglect 
there has been in our educational system? 
Why is Germany ahead of us to-day ? 
It is because its stale system of education 
commenced with the beginning of the 
last century, while ours was some 
seventy years later, and, that being so, 
the view I hold is that we had_ best 
set about education while we may, 
though the doubt I have in my 
mind is whether we can ever 
retrieve the position. What do we find 
to be the case abroad? I have had the 
opportunity of visiting the high com- 
mercial schools that are being raised 
throughout the continent of Europe and 
in America—schools that are being 
raised rapidly because of the excellence | 
of the previous primary education, and 
I think to those schools and to the 
commercial education given in foreign | 
countries is due the fact, which it is 
useless to deny, that especially in the 
want of heads of departments in great 
commercial manufactories of agents | 
and of travellers we are face to face | 
with a competition which we might | 
greatly diminish if we gave the same | 
educational equipment which the people | 
of those nations enjoy. I shou 

like to express my admiration of the | 
work of the London School Board. I 
think the grounds for criticism are 
exceptional, aid its value beyond esti- 
mation. With regard to the northern 
schools, where technical education is not 
undervalued, I express the same opinion. 
I have made it my business to go to 
some of those schools, and the work going 
on there I found to be of the best charac- 


Sir Albert Rollit, 
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ter. What is a still better test is that the 
chambers of commerce, who have known 
the need of education so greatly, have 
instituted examinations and _ given 
awards, and prizes and certificates, and 
the scholars of these commercial schools 
have come in great numbers and ob- 
tained certificates. I know the value ot 
I take 
a different view to the hon. Member for 
the Cambridge University, and I think 
the higher grade schools fill a very useful 
but somewhat humbler position than he 
supposes. I do not think they are the 
rungs of the ladder, as he suggests, but 
that they are merely means to complete 
primary education—they are not so much 
a terminus a quo as the terminus ad quem, 
and the same remark applies to the 
continuation schools, After a great 
expense for the preliminary education of 
the child, you have the gap bridged over. 
The hon. Member for, Cambridge Uni- 
versity said the curricula of the secondary 
schools had been adapted to modern 
requirements, and I admit that there 
is considerable improvement in the 
neighbourhood of London, but I am 
inclined to think that it is owing to the 
incomplete adaptation of the curricula 
to modern requirements that we have 
so large a proportion of the children pre- 
senting themselves in the examinations 
of the London Chamber of Commerce. 
Still, knowing the value of the improve- 
ment made, I hope it will be maintained, 
and that parents will not be content with 
higher grade schools, but will go further 
on, to the higher education for which 
this Bill is intended. 

If I had to 


choose between the 


| various ways of meeting the difficulty of 


the moment, I think the best way would 
be to take the line of least resistance and 
accept the status quo ante. By so doing, 
I believe, no precedent would have been 
created, and it could have been done 
without prejudice ; but the Govern- 
ment have determined otherwise, and, 
inasmuch as we are now face to face 
with the question of choice between, on 
the one hand, the municipal principle, 
and on the other what has been called 
the ad hoc principle, | am bound to say 
I should distinctly choose the former. 
The multiplicity of elections in this 
country has become most confusing, 
and the absence of so many voters from 
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the polls is largely due to that fact, and 
the more you can concentrate the atten- 
tion of the populace for the election of a 
representative council, whether it be ‘in 
part for sanitary government or for educa- 
tional government, the better. An hon. 
Member who preceded me said that in the 
municipalities there was no public refer- 
ence to education. I venture to differ. 
I meet representatives of municipalities 
regularly and constantly, and know how 
deep is the interest in this subject—how 
closely it is followed and how proud the 
municipalities are of the educational 
work which I shall show they do. I 
believe the administration by town 
councils will not only improve education, 
but that the best board of education 
you can have is a combination of muni- 
cipal and educational men. There is 
not a better or more developed or more 
prosperous municipality than that of 
Dusseidorff, in Germany. There you have 
the broadest municipality, dealing with 
this question of education, as with others. 
Abroad you will find the best schools 
are those which are worked by the co- 
operation of the municipalities and 
chambers of commerce—frequently with 
State and communal help; you will find 
the universities of Leipsic, Amsterdam, 
and Strasbourg, where the university has 
risen largely since the war, greatly due to 
the municipalities. 
own experience to guide us in this matter. 
I have heard many questions as to 
whether the municipality would not 
prefer to subsidise the rates rather than 
education. I heard the right hon. 
Member for Aberdeen say there would 
be friction and conflict between the 
municipali ty and the School Board, 
and that is not a desirable thing, 
having regard to local conditions and 
local circumstances. I venture to say 
that experience contradicts the likeli- 
hood of there being any such results. 
I should like to say that there is no real 
new departure in the proposals of t is 
Bill, but, on the contrary, that the Bill 
has been drawn in the closest conformity 
with the Technical Instruction Act of 
1889. The Bill says that municipalities 
may help by funds, and under certain 
conditions schools which otherwise might 
be illegal. The Technical Instruction 
Act of 1889 is almost in the same words, 
it says the local authorities may from 
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time to time, out of the local rates, on the 
application of the school board to supply 
or aid technical or commercial education, 
and if the House will refer to the defini- 
tion clause, it will be found that technical 
and commercial instruction includes 
practically nearly every form of secondary 
education, except perhaps Lat and 
Greek. 

*Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): Then why 
this Bill ? 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: My hon. friend 
says, Why this Bill? The responsibility 
of that I must leave to the Govern- 
ment, which is no doubt influenced by 
the need of funds for education, and 
by the duty of condoning the _ ille- 
gality of the school boards. All | 
say is that the Act of 1889 is almost 
word for word the same as the Bill. 
This Bill, then, I consider is a matter of 
policy,and that policy was pre-determined 
in 1889. If we are to make the new 
departure which the Government desires 
or proposes, then that new departure 
can scarcely be made at variance with the 
previous legislation, and must be in 
conformity with the Act of 1889. Now 
I ask the House to consider how the Act 
of 1889 has been worked by the munici- 
palities. That is the best answer to the 
prophecies which have been made from 
various quarters with regard to this 
Bill. The State gave the municipalities 
very little help. It threw the whisky 
money at them, without any assistance 
or direction as to how it was to be spent ; 
they were practically told to make the 
best of it, and I think the general experi- 
ence of the municipalities has been to 
vindicate their action in that regard. 
The boroughs have rated themselves 
for the purpose of education, and that is 
the true test of their educational enthu- 
siasm. And, although it was only per- 
missive, they very generally added edu- 
cational experts to their Technical 
Instruction Committees, though I think 
the educational experts are chiefly 
responsible for the position which 
education is in in this country to-day- 
The work of the boroughs, with which 
I am not going to weary the House, 
shows a splendid record, and one which 
amply justifies the Government giving 
these further powers to the munici- 


palities. I am now going to ask whether 
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there is any probability that difficulty 
or friction will arise ? 
to the work that has been done, my own 
opinion is that the municipalities will 
be reliant to a large extent on the ex- 
perience of members of the school 
boards, who have managed these schools 
so successfully. Therefore, there will 
be no difficulties on the question of pur- 
pose, and the better the work of these 
schools is, the more certain is it that 
the municipalities will do their utmost 
to continue the schools. 


Sit, I trust local government, and I 
should be sorry to think anyone in this 
House did not, and that there were any 
grounds for that distrust, for I think it 
is the means by which Parliament itself 
will be relieved of congestion and impo- 
tence through wider local government. 
I believe that every municipal council 
ought for the sake of the locality, and 
for the sake of this House, to bea sort of 
minor Parliament, dealing not only with 
this matter, but with many others, such 
as the administration of the poor laws. 
There is no such great demand on time 
as to cause the municipalities to hesitate 
to carry out these duties. Boroughs 
have from the first accepted a wide 
municipal principle, and they are anxious 
to add education to the great duties 
with which they are entrusted. I should 
like the House to consider for a 
moment that they have been doing, 
without friction and almost without 
knowledge on the part of the public, 
this very work which it is now proposed 
should be entrusted to them. I will 
refer to onlyone instance in this Return— 
the case of Nottingham. I find from 
the facts which have been supplied to me 
of the disbursements of these very 
monies of which we have been speaking, 
that Nottingham allowed to its college in 
one year upwards of £4,000 by way of 
income, to the School of Art £1,000, and 
sums of money tothe school board itself, 
and to the higher grade schools. There 
are dozens of other instances to the 
same effect. So that there you have 
places doing the very work which the 
right hon. Member for South Aberdeen 
hesitates to entrust to them because of 
the fear that they will carry it out 
with reluctance, and because there will 
be a control and superiority of one 


Sir Albert Rollit. 
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| body over a collateral one. The control 
and superiority on the part of the 


local authority are given by the 
Technical Education Act, and there 


has been no friction. The friction has 
been between the county councils and 
the non-county boroughs. When it is 
seen that the councils are doing this very 
work with similar funds and helping on 
education, how anyone can think they 
will not rise to the position and carry 
out what is desired by the nation, and 
what is the great need of the nation, 
and what will be the nation’s destruction 
if it is not done, I cannot imagine. Not- 
tingham also gives to continuation 
schools, grammar schools, and to uni- 
versity extension, as do many other 
corporations. So that trom the very 
highest to the very lowest, and especially 
in the very instances we are debating 
to-night, you have Nottingham and other 
boroughs doing the very thing which 
some doubt they will ever do at all, or 
only with great reluctance. 

In conclusion, I have only to say that 
if in this matter we had to deal with the 
comparative title of the school boards— 
of whose work I have sincerely spoken 
in the highest terms—on the one hand, 
or of the municipalities on the other, the 
better title, by priority.precedent,example, 
and action, rests in my opinion with the 
latter. The municipalities had a legiti- 
mate title to do this secondary education 
work under the Act of Parliament, 
but the school boards usurped that 
right, though I am thankful they have 
done so. Ifthe work had not been done, 
it would have been a great calamity to 
the nation. It has had the approval of 
the Education Board—most wisely. | 
admire the speeches which have been 
made by those presidents who have 
taken a deep interest in work of this 
character. We must all regret that it 
should have been done without legal 
sanction ; it might have been worse for 
the members of school boards if they had 
persisted in the illegality; but I am 
glad that the illegality has been com- 
mitted rather than the work should 
not have been done at all. I sincerely 
believe that if you'trust the municipalities, 
with their great resources, their long 
education in public life,and their common 
sense, and also if you attract into their 
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councils members of school boards | 


and educational experts—and why educa- 
tional experts should be added without 
their going through the mill like other 


people I cannot understand, and it would | 


probably be a good education to them— 
so far from destroying the admirable 
work of the school boards, you will 
perpetuate it by placing it on a broad 
and lasting basis, and secure for its help 


and development the aid of the repre- | 


sentatives of the people through our 
great municipalities. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE 
N.W.): The hon. Member for Cambridge 
University complimented the _ hon. 
Member for Oldham on having lowered 
the temperature, and consequently 
raised the level of the debate. No doubt 
the calm and temperate manner in which 
the hon. Member discussed the question 
is the most agreeable to hon. Members 
opposite, but | think some of us may be 
excused if we feel and speak a little 
strongly after the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Vice-President. During 
my short career in the House I have 
listened on more than one occasion to 
the right hon. Gentleman, but I never 
listened with so much pain as to-night. 
There was not one word of encourage- 
ment in his speech to those who have 
gratuitously devoted many years of their 
life to the spread of education. It would 
appear from the right hon. Gentleman's 
remarks that those who oppose the so- 
called educational work of the Govern- 
ment are mainly school board teachers, 
school board officials, or school board 
members—the latter having an even 
lower motive than the other two in their 
opposition, namely, that of justifying 
their position as school board members. 
I submit that from the gentleman who, 
so far as this House is concerned, has to 
a large extent the control of the educa- 
tional work of the Government, we 
ought to look in the tone and matter of 
his speeches for something of a com- 
mendatory character rather than the 
class of remarks to which we have 
listened to-night. The right hon. 
Gentleman appeared to have searched 
through the whole of school board work, 
especially in London, to see if he could 
put his finger upon some one thing or 


(Norwich, | 
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ridicule of this House. Surely it would 
have been more fitting to the position of 
the right hon. Gentleman to have pointed 
to some of the good features of the work, 
particularly in regard to the continuation 
schools, which have been carried on with 
so much difficulty. Therefore, if some 
of us speak strongly it is because we feel 
most deeply the interests of education 
and its vital importance to the com- 
munity—an importance which has been 
asserted and proved by the hon. Member 
who has just spoken. 

The position in which we find our- 
selves to-night is, I think, unique, so far 
as the discussion of any great question 
of public polity is concerned. In the 
past five years the Government have 
made three attempts to deal with this 
question. The Government is, I will 
not say the most powerful, but certainly 
the most numerous, and perhaps, in one 
sense, the most weighty Government of 
modern times, and yet it has utterly 
failed to deal with the matter in a manner 
acceptable to the House or the country. 
The country has been waiting for at 
least twenty years for a system of secon- 
dary education. It is acknowledged by 
all authorities to be the great need of the 
nation at the present moment. The 
right hon. Gentleman himself five years 
ago wrote these words— 

“Tt is admitted that the case is a very urgent 
one, that England isengaged in a struggle with 
her foreign competitors not only for the 
supremacy but for the very existence of her in- 


dustries, that her workers are worse instructed 
account, 


going to the wall, and that better education, 


other in order to hold the work up to the | 


both elementary and technical, is necessary for 
the continuance of her prosperity.” 

That position has not been bettered in 
the past five years. We stand in a worse 
position relatively to-day than when the 
right hon. Gentleman gave expression 
to those sentiments. Yet, after those 
five years, there has been evolved this 
Bill of one clause which we are discussing 
to-night, and which practically leaves 
untouched the great question of secondary 
education. But the position is even 
worse than that, for this Bill, in my 
judgment, goes a long way towards 
deliberately stopping the progress of 
secondary education under existing cir- 


/ cumstances, because it places an obstacle 


in the way of the only authority which 
can make progress in regard to the 
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matter. And yet the Secondary Educa- 
tion Commission used these words— 


_“*We may hold out as certain this—speaking 
of the higher grade schools—that these schools 
have arisen to meet a legitimate want and 


admit of correlation and development, but not | 


of abolition or even repression.” 


Notwithstanding what has been said 
to-night, we do feel that the action of the 
Government is an absolute repression of 
secondary education. A great orator of 


100 years ago said that the wheels of | 


nature are not made to roll backwards, 
and I say that the same is true of educa- 
tion. By its nature and necessity it must 
be progressive, and try as the Govern- 
ment may to prevent it, I believe that it 
will progress notwithstanding. What is 
the position of the Government in regard 
to this question ! 
attempts which have been made to deal 
with it have not been successful? It is 


for the reason that, instead of considering | 


in their Cabinet Councils first of all what 


are the needs of the nation and the pro- 


vision necessary for secondary education, 
they have considered how they could 
strike a blow at school boards. Why, in 
all these attempts, there could not have 
been one straightforward, honest en- 
deavour to provide for what is acknow- 
ledged to be a erying need is a puzzle 
which none can solve except upon that 
principle. But those attacks have been 
foiled before, and I believe they will be 
foiled again. I stand somewhat in the 
position of the hon. Member who last 
addressed the House. I have no anti- 
pathy to municipal institutions. I have 
belonged to a city council for a quarter 


of a century ; I am at present chairman | 


of the corporation technical committee 
in my own city, as well as chairman of 
the school board ; therefore I claim that 


I am able to look at this question from | 


both sides. I am sure that my own 
municipality, as well as others, will do 
the best they can if this work is entrusted 
to them, but I feel that no reason has 
been given why such a simple problem 


could not have been left for one twelve- | 


month in the hands of the school board 
instead of it being handed over to another 
authority. 
hon. Gentleman who last spoke, in that 
my experience is that the councils of our 
cities do not desire to take upon them- 
selves the responsibility of secondary 
Mr. George White. 
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Why is it that the) 


I somewhat differ from the | 


(No. 2) Bill. 1240) 
{and primary education. I do not think 
‘they would be willing to part with the 
| powers with regard to technical educa- 
| tion, which, in many instances, they have 
/taken up with a good deal of zeal, and 
exercised with much wisdom, but that 
| they desire to have imposed upon them 
| additional educational work I do not for 
/one moment believe. 

It seems to me that the work naturally 
falls into the hands of the school boards, 
notwithstandingthe Cockerton judgment. 
This work has actually been developed 
by degrees out of the elementary educa- 
tion work which commenced in 1870. 
I am not quite sure that all Members are 
aware of the scope of the Act of 1870, 
but even as far back as the Code of 1871 
many of the subjects which are now 
claimed to be fit only for secondary 
education were permitted to be taught 
by the school boards. But even if they 
had not been so permitted, is it not a fair 
and proper conclusion to come to that 
education has its growth and progress 
‘as well as everything else! To define 
elementary education to-day on pre- 
| cisely the same lines as thirty years ago 
seems to me to be a negation of what we 
might expect as the proper growth of 
education. This higher grade work has 
been done and paid for by the very con- 
stituents of the various school boards 
without any complaint whatsoever. By 
doing the work the school boards have, 
in some measure at least, kept pace with 
the needs of the community in regard to 
what I prefer to call, and what I believe 
may legitimately be called, higher elemen- 
‘tary rather than secondary education. 
By so doing they have attempted to fill 
the place which I admit ought to have 
been filled by a proper secondary educa- 
tion Bill a few years ago, and have 
repaired to some extent the gross neglect 
‘of the authorities in regard thereto. 
After the great and crying demands for 
a proper secondary education measure, 
which have not been met by the Govern- 
ment, there is nothing in our political 
history more discreditable than the way 
\in which this school board action has 
been met by the Education Department. 
It is almost said that the work of the 
school boards in connection with higher 
grade schools has been done fraudulently. 
How can that be when the Education 
Department themselves have over and 
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over again passed plans for schools con- 
taining art rooms, lecture theatres, and 
other departments of that kind, which 
they knew perfectly well must be for the 
teaching of these higher branches of 
education ? Instead of treating us almost 
as criminals, the right hon. Gentleman 
would have done better to have followed 
the example of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite, and given us some credit for the 
work that has been done. But our 
crime is so great that we cannot be 
trusted for one year longer to carry 
on this business. It is said to have been 
declared to be illegal. Very well; but 
the same process which can make it 


legal for a committee of a town council , 


to dispense these moneys at the request of 
the school board would have enabled the 
school boards in the various communities 
to carry on the work for another year. 
This Bill is one of two things—either it 
is to establish a principle upon which 
something much more important is to 
be built up in future educational legis- 
lation, or it is one of the grossest and 
most unnecessary provocatives of friction 
that could possibly have been devised. 
If it is only a temporary expedient ior 
one year, I challenge hon. Members to 
say why the work should be taken away 
from the school boards, when in twelve 
months the whole thing could have been 
reviewed upon a new basis. I challenge 
the right hon. Gentleman to give one 
good reason why this change should be 
made. In my own case probably the 
thing will work without much friction or 
damage to education. In all probability 
the city council will refer the matter to 
the technical committee, and the chair- 
man of the school board will go to the 
chairman of the technical committee and 
ask, ‘* Please may I carry on this work 
for one year?” As I am chairman of both 
the school board and of the technical 
committee there will probably not bemuch 
friction. But in other districts there is 
likely to be. Is the town council to give 
the technical committee carte blanche to 
do just what they think proper? From 
the wording of the Bill it appears that 
there is absolutely no limit to the control 
which the town council may have over 


the school board—over the subjects | 


which are to be taught, the extent to 
which they are taught, and the money 


© 


which may be spent. I feel that this 
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change can be regarded in no other light 
than as another blow at school board 
education and school board work. Those 
of us who are intimately connected with 
school board work take a stronger view 
upon this question than others may do. 
If this were the time, I could recite 
instance after instance in which the 
Education Department, since the right 
hon. Gentleman has been at it, has 
attempted to cripple the higher work of 
the school boards. One way is in the 
cutting down of grants, which shows 
that it has no sympathy with that higher 


work. But I will not go into that field 
now. I will only justify the strong 


feeling we have against this Bill by the 
fact that it is only one of a series of blows 
which have followed one after another 
during the last five years, which have 
shown the animus borne by the Educa- 
tion Department towards the higher 
work of the school boards. 

In regard to the manner in which the 
various municipalities may deal with 
this question, I cannot follow the hon. 
Member opposite in rejoicing that there 
will be diversity of treatment. If he 
simply means diversity of treatment in 
regard to the curricula—— 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: That was 


my meaning. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITE: Then I follow 
the hon. Member. But it is not the 
diversity of treatment that we fear. 
Many municipalities have made use of 
their permissive power to levy a rate 
under the Technical Education Act, but 
a good many have not. In my own 
city we have built a good technical school. 
but I had to assure the town council that 
they would not have to levy a penny rate 
for its maintenance, or I should have had 
some difficulty in obtaining their consent. 
Some municipalities will treat this ques- 
tion in a liberal and broad spirit, and 
education will not suffer, while others 
will treat it in a niggardly spirit, and we 
should have the children of one muni- 
cipality placed at a great disadvantage 
as compared with the children of another 
in regard to their education. That is the 
kind of diversity of treatment of which 
we are afraid. There seem to be two prin- 
ciples at the bottom of this action of the 
| Government. One is mistrust of the 
' 
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extension to the great mass of the popu- 
dation of this higher elementary educa- 
tion. It would not be difficult to sub- 
stantiate that statement, if this were the 
time to do so. The other is mistrust 
of the democratic vote by which alone 
the vigour of the school board or any 
educational system can be maintained. 
It is all very well for hon. Members like 
the hon. Member for Cambridge Uni- 
versity to speak of the higher grade 
‘schools as competing in a damaging way 
with secondary schools. The Vice-Presi- 
dent has not at any time given this 
House the accommodation for secondary 
education throughout the country. The 
first duty of the Government before they 
attempted to deal with the question at all 
ought to have been to ascertain the 
secondary education accommodation. 
Illustrations come best and most  per- 
tinently from one’s own locality. Take 
my own city, with 117,000 or:118,000 
inhabitants. What accommodation have 
we there for secondary education ? I say 
unhesitatingly that if we had not pro- 
vided in the higher grade school for 
several hundred boys and giris there 
would have been nowhere for them to go 
where they could get this education, 
except at the grammar school and the 
commercial school—I am a governor 
of both the grammar and the commercial 
schools on the same foundation, and Lam 
not likely to speak disparagingly of them. 
The grammar school is a classical school, 
and there is never any spare room, while 
in the commercial school, the work of 
which is on the level of our higher grade 
school, there is no room for any scholars 
other than those who are there. With- 
0.it the provision to which I have referred 
there would be actually no accommoda- 
tion for secondary education in the city, 
and before the existing system is disturbed 
some account should be taken and some 
compulsory provision made for secondary 
education, before the good work which 
has been going on at higher grade schools 
is disturbed. 

I hope that before this House comes 
to a decision upon this Bill that hon. 
Members will read the Minute for the 
Evening Continuation Schools Code. 
which has been laid upon the Table of 
the House. That Minute, I believe, will 
do infinitely more damage than this Bill. 
The two things are very intimately con- 


Mr. George White. 
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nected, and that Minute, excluding, as it 
will, elementary education to young 
people above fifteen years of age. will be 
a most serious blow. I have read that 
Minute very carefully, and it does seem 
to me that it will exclude, so far as ele- 
mentary school teaching is concerned, 
all those pupils above fifteen years of age. 
From my own practical knowledge of not 
only the working of board schools, but of 
voluntary and other schools, | know that 
there are hundreds of pupils who. having 
left school at the age of twelve or thirteen 
years, and having had nothing to en- 
courage their education until they were 
seventeen or eighteen years of age, lose a 
great deal of what they learned in the 
school, and they go to these evening con- 
tinuation schools to begin elementary 
education again. By this proposal we 
are now going to force them into the 
street. These two things should be 
taken together, and I hope no hon. 
Member will give a vote upon this ques- 
tion without first making himself ac- 
quainted with the contents of that Minute, 
and then hon. Members will see that we 
are justified in speaking against the action 
of the Government in these matters. 
Allow me to say in conclusion that there 
are thousands of men and women who 
devote a great deal of their leisure time 
to the development of the education of 
both the old and the young, and I claim 
for them at the hands of this House that 
that measure should not be passed which 
will throw across their path hindrances, 
because we have suffered enough from 
the want of interest by the population 
in educational work, and we look to the 
Government to encourage that work. 
As patriots we feel that it is absolutely 
necessary that this education should be 
encouraged and not hindered, and speak- 
ing as a commercial man and a large 
employer of labour, I regard it as one of 
the most serious blows that can be struck 
at the future commercial prosperity of 
this country if hon. Members opposite 
do not stand by those who are in favour 
of promoting education to the highest 
possible degree. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL (Wigan): 
Upon this subject I speak as one under 
a heavy sense of responsibility, for 1 
have taken part in many discussions 
in Lancashire and Yorkshire, as also 
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in London, and sometimes I have 
been called upon to preside. Having 


thus been closely connected with this 
question, I feel bound to express, in 
the strongest terms which the rules of 
the House will allow, the deep, acute, and 
hitter disappointment which prevails 
among the friends of education with 
regard to the action of the Government. 
I feel myself almost humiliated by the 
policy of the Government. I am a fol- 
lower of the Government which now 
occupies the front bench, and I have 
ventured to express my opinions upon 
this subject before audiences in the 
north, where we are in earnest upon 
this question, and I have told the 
people that the Government intended 
business in the year 1901 with regard 
to education. And what is the result ? 


Here we have a _ one-clause Eduea- 
tion Bill, which we are debating for 


the Second Reading on the 8th of July. 
I can make no apology, and I can tender 
no excuse to my friends in the north. 
I can only feel a sense—and I speak sin- 
cerely—of shame and humiliation. The 
educationists on both sides are entitled 
to expect more from the Government, 
with a majority of over 100 at their back, 
than this one-clause Bill. I do hope that 
the promise made to us upstairs by the 
First Lord of the Treasury that the 
Education Bill of 1902 will occupy a 
place of honour will receive fulfilment 
both in the letter and in the spirit. 
It is a common complaint that in edu- 
cational matters we are falling behind 
other nations. What I desire to see is the 
improvement and the elevation of every 
citizen of this land, whatever be the 
advance made by other folk in other 
lands. I do hope that we shall not again 
experience such a disappointment as we 
felt this year ; and I hope that the repre- 
sentations made through me as a humble 
member, who is not a novice in the work 
of education, may be listened to in high 
quarters. I feel sometimes that there isa 
great gulf between educationists and the 
Cabinet. I wish that to be bridged over ; 
and although I may incur some odium 
owing to the remarks I am making, I 
make them with a profound feeling of 
regret that the necessity should have 
arisen for me to speak in this sense. I have 
before me the debate upon the Education 
Act of 1870. 
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I find that Mr. Forster's | 


(No. 2) Bill. 1246 
Bill went into Committee on the 27th of 
June, and received the Royal Assent on 
the 9th of August. Surely there is a 
contrast between the prolonged debates 
on that occasion and the puny time ac- 
corded to us to deliberate on this one- 
clause Bill. I shall not make criticisms 
upon the speeches made on the other 
side at any length. We are told by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Aberdeen that this is an incomplete 
Bill, and I confess that it is incomplete. 


We are also informed by the same high 


authority that it is a cumbrous Bill. 
Everything incomplete is always cum- 
brous. What I desire to see is a complete 
and comprehensive measure, dealing with 
the whole subject in a manner worthy 
of the emergencies of the moment and 
the necessities of the people of this 
country. 

Coming more closely to the Bill, [ must 
refer in passing to some observations 
made by my hon. friends on the opposite 
benches. We have been told that there 
is a tendency in this Bill to stop education. 
It has been my good fortune to visit 
many schools in the course of the last 
few months, some of them higher grade 
schools and others technical schools. 1 
find precisely the same instruction given 
in the higher grade schools as in the 
technical schools. I should be acting 
wrongly and violating confidence if | 
divulged the conversations which took 
place in the course of my visits to those 
schools ; but the result of my visits has 
been to bring home to my mind the 
great injury done to the cause of educa- 
tion by the duplication of the machinery 
between the higher grade schools on the 
one hand and the technical schools on 
the other. I have visited these schools, 
and I have been entirely unable to ap- 
preciate the difference between the 
higher grade and the technical schools. 
I find one class of these schools com- 
paratively empty and the other well 
supplied with pupils; and the way to 


avoid a difficulty arising is simply to 
walk across the way from the higher 


grade schools into the technical school. 
There you will find ready-made ma- 
chinery waiting for someone to set it 
into working order. In the city of 
Manchester there is a complete educa- 
tional ladder between the elementary 
school and the higher technical schools. 
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You will have in the course of a few! the adoption of the borough council as 


months in the city of Manchester a square 
which I believe will almost be without 
parallel in the educational history of 
Europe. You will have there a great 
technical school, which I believe will cost 
£250,000. You will have there a school 
for the training of pupil teachers, and you 
will have a higher grade school. What 
have you now on that precious site ? 
You have there a worn out building, 
for many years occupied by the Whit- 
worth firm, which is about to be cleared 
away, and you will have in its place an 
open space which will be the property 
of the citizens of Manchester. Among 
the distinctions of that family I know of 
none more remarkable than the dedica- 
tion to the public by the local authori- 
ties of that open space for the perpetual 
adornment of Manchester in the centre 
of educational institutions. 


Some re- 
marks have been made in regard 
to the passage of scholars from the 


elementary to the secondary schools, 
and I am bound to bear witness to the 
eminent success of this policy. By 
this means we have transferred some 
of the ablest of our working men’s 
children sometimes to higher grade and 
sometimes to technical schools, and 
already in the short career accorded to 
these institutions many boys have passed 
from a humble position in life to high 
positions. I now wish to refer to the 
action of the Government as regards 
county councils. I confess that I was 
somewhat surprised to hear the remarks 
made by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen, who said 
the Government policy as regards the 
authority set up is not the same authority 
as that recommended by himself and by 
that admirable Commission the Report 
of which we have heard quoted. 


Mr. BRYCE: I said that with refer- 
ence to the boroughs. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: I am re- 
ferring to county boroughs. 


Mr. BRYCE: In the case of county 
boroughs the school board and the 
borough councils were equally represen- 
ted. 


*Sir FRANCIS POWELL: 


the educational authority is not new. 
In the first draft of the Education Bill 
of my valued and lamented friend 
the late Mr. Forster, in 1870, there 
was a proposal which provided that the 
authority should be in a_ borough 
appointed by the council, and in a 
parish by the vestry. Therefore the idea 
of giving this power to the borough 
council was really the creation of the 
brilliant intellect of the late Mr. Forster, 
who said that in electing town councils 
after the Bill was passed special reference 
would be had to the duty they had to 
perform under the Act. Mr. Forster 
further said that it was true that the 
town councils were not elected then for 
that purpose, but they would be in future, 
and that the performance of their duties 
had been in proportion to the weight and 
importance of the duties imposed upon 
them. I believe that is perfectly true. 
I have had opportunities of observation 
from personal knowledge and experience, 
and I say that the work done by the 
county councils in the way of technical 
instruction is an admirable work, and is 
worthy of all praise, especially in the West 
Riding of Yorkshire and in the county of 
Laneashire, to which county | am in- 
debted for a seat in this House. I 
am perfectly sure that these county 


‘councils will apply themselves to their 


new duties with full knowledge and com- 
plete sympathy. I am quite sure that 
we shall find that all the good work done 
by the school board will be confirmed by 
the action of the new authorities. The 
county councils are elected on the same 
lines, and hold office for three years, 
exactly the same as the school boards; 
and I cannot see myself why the school 


_ board should complain in any way of this 


friendly supervision by the town council 
of the district within which they exercise 
authority. I have now said all I wish to 
say upon the present occasion, and 
although there are plenty of other sub- 


jects to which I would gladly make 


some reference, I feel that I ought to 
give way to those who may desire to 
follow. Those opportunities I should 
be restricting by unduly prolonging my 
remarks. I regret the delay in bringing 
in this Bill, and I lament its imperfections. 


What I' It is, however, one step forward, and 


desire to call attention to is the fact that | with my experience of public affairs I am 


Sir Francis Powell. 
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Very glad indeed to take one step forward. 
I wish that the stage upon which we are 
advancing to-day was longer, and that 
the hill we are mounting was less 
arduous to climb. I hope we shall do 
infinitely more on future occasions, but 


this Bill, short, imperfect, and cumbrous | 


as it is, is still one redeeming feature of 
this session, and relieve it from absolute 
vacuity. 

*Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) : I should 
like to add my voice to those who have 
protested against this Bill. and I desire to 
support the motion which has been 
moved by my hon. friend behind me. 
I have listened very carefully to the two 
last speeches delivered by hon. Gentlemen 
on the opposite side. Both those speeches 
appeared to me to begin with very momen- 
tous and impressive language condemna- 
tory of the Bill, and then the latter part 
of those speeches seemed to be directed 
to whittling down the impressiveness of 
the first part. Those who listened to the 
speech of the Vice-President of the Coun- 
cil can only come to one conclusion, 
and that is that the time has come to 
take off the mask, and to frankly declare 
what is the real purpose of the Govern- 
ment in regard to this question of educa- 
tion. As far as I could gather from 
the right hon. Gentleman’s speech, the 
real purpose was not efficient education, 
but merely the limitation of school board 
work. I listened to the speech of the 
Vice-President of the Council with a great 
deal of pain, because I felt that it was a 
retrograde speech. It wasnot sucha speech 
as the country required at the present 
time in this all-important matter of edu- 


¢ation, and it seems to me that. what the | 


Government desires to see done is, in 
the first place, to limit the education 
of the working classes, and in the second 
place to put a stop to the work of the 
school boards. One would have thought 
that there could have been no two 
opinions upon this question when you 
consider the temporary character of this 


Bill and remember that it is only to 


operate for the short period of one 
year. 


quo. 
the Government to say that the Cocker- 
ton judgment makes it impossible to do 
this. I should like to call the attention 
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One would have thought that | 
the only course to take would have. 
been to allow things to remain in statu 
I think it is absolutely futile for | 


(No. 2) Bill. 1250 


| of the House to what will be the effect of 
this Bill upon the present system of 
| education. I cannot help feeling that 
the Bill will inevitably result in the 
closing of many evening schools and 
classes, and for the students set adrift no 
provision whatever is made, Where are 
the secondary schools to which those 
scholars can be sent? I listened to the 
answer of the Vice-President the other day 
to a question as to why the Department 
had declined to recognise a certain school 
at Burnley asa higher elementary school. 
The answer was that there was abundance 
of room in the grammar schools to which 
scholars could go, and there was no ne- 
cessity for another school while the gram- 
mar school had room. I do not know 
whether hon. Members have fully 
considered the position of grammar 
schools in this country, and as to how 
far they are adapted to the kind of 
scholar turned out from these evening 
schools ; but, even supposing they did 
exist for this purpose, what would be the 
effect of an influx of a lot of boys entering 
into the secondary subjects adopted in 
these schools? I do not think it can be 


contended that any grammar school in 


this country will offer any facility to 
those who are refused education under 
the school boards. I have several times 
in the course of the debate heard 
it stated that the scholars in the 
evening continuation schools who are 
over fifteen years old, and who are 
following the elementary course of study, 
will be turned into the street, and every 
time that suggestion was made I have 
carefully watched the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and have seen him shake his head, 
and by that I suppose he meant to indi- 
cate they would not be turned into the 
street. I hope he is right, but I fail to see 
where these students are to go. Do the 
technical instruction committees provide 
schools where young women and young 
men can go and learn to read and write 
and do simple arithmetic? If they do, 
I do not know where these schools are to 
be found. There is another point in regard 
to this, and that is the number of these 
scholars in the evening schools. I did not 
quite gather frem the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman what was to be the num- 
| ber of scholars in the evening schools. 
| He gave some sort of rough estimate in 
which he said there were 228,000, but I 
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do not think he corroborated that figure, 
or gave any figure in place of it. 


Sir J. GORST: It is quite impossible 
to say how many scholars are in those 


schools. All we can give is the number 
enrolled, and the number enrolled is 
200,000. 


*Mr. GODDARD: Could the right 
hon. Gentleman give the number of 
attendances ? 


Sir J. GORST : No, that is absolutely 
impossible. The boys and girls at these 
schools may enter for one subject—they 
do not go in for a regular course of 
schooling, but for one individual subject, 
and you can only tell the number of 
times a boy or girl has attended for the 
subject which has been taken up. 


*Mr. GODDARD: I quite understand 
the difficulty of giving the real number, 
but [ am not content with the right hon. 
Gentleman’s point of view. I was 
inquiring as to the number of scholars 
in the continuation schools of Ipswich, 
which I represent, and the number was 
1,059 in these schools, of whom 839 were 
over fifteen years of age. The problem, 
and it seems to me to be a critical one, 
is, what is to become of those 839 students, 
if they are students, who are following 
science subjects. I agree with the right 
hon. Gentleman they may possibly be 
provided for in the technical schools ; 
but there are a large number of them 
following elementary subjects, a great 
number of them are those who have had 
a few years experience of life, and trying 
to get situations, have been unable to get 
them, owing to their deficiency in educa- 
tion, and they have become consumed 
with the desire to know better how to read 
and write, and especially how to cast up 
figures. [ fail to see where that class of 
student is to go if, as it appears, they are 
to be turned into the street if they are 
over fifteen years of age. With reference 
to these evening classes, I should like to 
say one thing which has come under my 
own observation with regard to Ipswich. 
Experience has made it perfectly clear 


that for elementary subjects these classes | 


must be in close contact with day schools. 
It is a fact which experience has shown 
that lads of sixteen, seventeen, and | 

| 


Mr. Goddard. 
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eighteen’ years of age will not hesitate to 
go back to their old teachers under these 
circumstances, but that they do hesitate 
and will not go to schools where they 
are to be taught by strange masters, 
That is a very important fact, and it 
shows that these continuation classes 
ought to be in close contact with the 
elementary schools. If it was really 
education which the Government cared 
for, I cannot help thinking they would 
first of all provide secondary schools 
where the scholars trained in the ele- 
mentary schools might go before they 
drive them out of the existing schools ; 
if education were aimed at, the Depart- 
ment would provide evening classes. 
It must be clear that the Technical 
Education Committee cannot carry on 
these classes themselves, and certainly 
not with the funds at their disposal; 
and before making it possible that these 
scholars should be excluded from the 
schools carried on by school boards | 
that some provision ought to 
where these students can be 
eared for. New schools or evening con- 
tinuation lasses can be established 
neither by the school boards, the county 
councils, nor the educational authorities 
under this Bill, because this only deals 
with the existing schools, and whatever 
may be the need of the district, no new 
schools can be opened until a new Bill 
comes. 

I would ask the 


maintain 
be made 


House to consider 
the local controversies which this Bill 
may bring about. It places higher 
schools and evening continuation schools 
at the mercy of the county councils, 
borough councils, or the technical 
instruction committees, and that body 
can determine the conditions under 
which these schools can be carried on 
for the most part. However good the 
work which the technical instruction 
committees might have done—and I am 
far from denying that they have done 
admirable work—still it is a body igno- 
rant of the condition of schools with 
which this Bill deals ; and yet we give it 


the power of determining everything in 


connection with them. In a good many 
places there has been a great deal of 
friction between the technical instruc- 


‘tion committee and the school board. 


But what does this Bill propose to do? 
It proposes to select one of the bodies 
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engaged in a controversy to control the | 
other body engaged in the controversy, 
and on the face of it that is not an 
arrangement that is likely to lead 
to a happy termination. I cannot help 
thinking that with regard tothe Evening 
School Code, which has been alluded to 
in this debate, and the limitation of the 
age to fifteen, that it really seems to be 
the object of the Government to make it 
as difficult as possible for the children of 
the working classes to get any education 
beyond the age of fifteen. 
conclusion can a man _ come 
Higher elementary and secondary edu- 
cation is to be, so far as I ean gather from 
the right hon. Gentleman, for those only 
who can afford to pay for it—that is to say, 
for the children of the middle classes. 


Sir J. GORST: [have never said one 
word that could by any possibility lead 
to that impression. 


*Mr. GODDARD: I do not attack the 
right hon. Gentleman on that point. I 
only say the whole direction of his speech 
conveys that idea. 


Sir J. GORST: I said there were 
abundance of scholarships provided by 
authorities which would enable the 
children of the working classes to go to 
these schools, and that these were the 
schools where they would get the best 
education. 


*Mr. GODDARD: And the right hon. 

Gentleman spoke of the schools of the 
technical instruction ‘committees where 
there are fees, and where there are no 
scholarships, and where, even if there 
were, they could not be adjusted at the 
present time in the short period of twelve 
months for these students. What the 
right hon. Gentleman says is, they could 
go to the grammar school, and that there 
were scholarships which would admit 
them. 


Sir J. GORST: I did not say in my 
speech anything about grammar schools. 


*Mr. GODDARD: I referred just now 
to the answer the right hon. Gentleman 
gave with reference to the Burnley 
schools. | 

Sir J. GORST: The hon. Member 
does not do me justice. I did not say 
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What other 
to 7 | 
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that there were plenty of places in the: 
schools, but there were free scholarships: 
in connection with those schools. 


*Mr. GODDARD: Of that [ am quite: 

aware, but are those the places which 
will be filled by the scholars who are 
displaced from the evening classes ? And 
even supposing they are so far as the 
boys are concerned, are there any gram- 
mar schools in which there are places 
for the girls who will be displaced from 
these schools? There are a great many 
more grammar schools for boys than for 
girls; anda great many girls are using 
these evening schools for continuing 
their education. 

It seems to me that the Government 
have lost a great opportunity. It has: 
been the great desire of this country 
in connection with this subject to see a 
masterful grasp taken of the whole sub- 
ject of education so as to bring it in reach 
of the lowest and enable them to reach 
the highest education that man can aim 
at; instead of that we have got this 
paltry Bill—true, only for a short year— 
instead of maintaining a system ‘which 
nobody complains of and which everybody 
says has been successful. The most 
practical way would have been just to 
have contented ourselves with the present 
condition of things for a year, until the 
Government could have brought in a 
large Bill which would have dealt with 
the whole question. I would like in 
concluding my remarks to quote one 
opinion. Last year the Duke of Devon- 
shire said— 

“We must one and all fulfil our due part in 
the great national duty of providing, not for our 
own sons and daughters only, but for all the: 
sons and daughters of our country, the noblest 
education, the best training, and the finest dis- 
cipline that the wit of man and the love of Gol 
can together produce and mature.” 

Those are noble words, and I contrast 
those words with the feebleness of the 
deed which has been set forth in this Bill. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Epping): 
I, in common with the hon. Baronet the: 
hon. Member for Wigan, express my 


regret that the Government have not 
/seen their way to pass a Free Education 


Bill this session. We have all of us 
waited,. and certainly those interested’ 


| in secondary education have waited’ 
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in the hope that the Government would the ordinary elementary education, which 
be able to fulfil the promise held out to us, I believe would be resented by the work- 
a promise which we held out to our ing man if he understood the position. 
constituents at the time of the last, Can it be otherwise when a teacher 
election, but my experience has taught cannot supply what he does not possess, 
me to confess that a Government even and very few of the teachers have good 
with the best intentions are not able secondary education themselves? And 
I certainly maintain the non-desirability 
of entrusting the supervision of secondary 
education to a committee selected ad 
hoc. The work of supervising schools, 
and especially of preserving their in- 
dividuality, of preventing their becoming 
mere clogs in a great machine, is only 
possible by a large use of delegation, 
which a county council does and must 
exercise. This principle an ad_ hoc 
body like a school board does not use, for 
its members, regarding themselves as 
elected for a definite responsibility, dare 
not take off this restriction, and in con- 
sequence they either interfere unduly, if 
the school board is a smal! area, or over- 
centralise, as the London School Board 
has done and is doing. The affirmation 
of this principle is the complete answer 
to those who say the county councils or 
the borough councils could not carry 
As I expected, the whole discussion on the work of school boards. Cer- 
this afternoon has ranged, and in all tainly not if they performed it in such 
probability the discussion to-morrow detail as school boards do at the present 
will range, round these two points. time. Sir Charles Elliot the other day, 
It is a question of the school board jn enumerating the work of the London 
as against the county council as the School Board, included among those 
controlling authority, and though the details the appointment of masters and 
opponents of the Bill, both in this the interviewing of parents. These have 
House and outside, may seem at first always appeared to be the duties of the 
sight rather formidable, I believe they governing bodies and the head masters, 
are not so in reality. We have, as op- and as now exercised are a most waste- 
ponents to this measure, the progressive ful expenditure of public time. County 
educationalists so called. the National councils would delegate the details, 
Educational Association, the Free Church keeping in their own hands the local 
Council, and the School Board Associa- policy. I believe the clauses of this Bill 
tion. That sounds a formidable list, are good in affirming directly the essential 
but they are all practically the same. principle of true organisation, namely 
The resolutions passed by them are the} ample and full delegation of powers. 
same, and it isa remarkable fact that not This Bill affirms that county councils 
a single man of authority has taken and borough councils will become the local 
an active part in the development of authorities of an area for secondary 
secondary education, technical or other-; education and technical education, as 
wise, for the last ten years, who is opposed ‘distinguished from elementary educa- 
to the principle of this Bill. I do not tion. Naturally the school boards object 
hesitate to say that I do not approve to this principle, and have opposed this, 
of the higher education inthe so-called | a8 they opposed the Technical Instruction 
higher elementary schools. I do not look Act of 1889. 
upon it as right inany way. Itisneither This is the distinct issue: Is the county 
fish, flesh, fowl, nor good red herring. It! council or the school board to be the local 
has a sort of selectness as compared with authority ? I believe the education autho- 


Col. Lockwood. 


always to fulfil their promises; and 
when I look at the condition ‘of affairs 
at the present time in the House, and 
when | notice the attendance at the 
House, and that as time advances that 
attendance noes not increase, I think 
the Government would be perfectly wise 
in not attempting to carry a larger 
educational Bill this session than the one 
before the House. As they could not 
do that, I think they have done the best 
they can in introducing this short and 
perhaps disappointing Bill—disappoint- 
ing I mean, of course, to hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, not only for allowing these 
Cockertonised schools to continue, but in 
creating the county councils and borough 
councils and technical education com- 
mittees as the superior authority to the 
school board. 
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rities are with the Government upon 
this point. The opposition to this Bill is 
not a real opposition. I look upon it, 
though I may be wrong—and I do not 
wish to say it in any offensive way—as a 
“got up” and bogus opposition. As a 
proof of that, take the similar and 
identical terms in which the objections 
have been cast; it is just the same 
with regard to the Nonconformist 
bodies. Old controversies have been 
raked up, as if the injustices remained 
and had not been removed, though this 
is no longer true. I believe that this 
Bill will forward the interests of that 
class of which we hear so much—namely, 
the working man. It is said that 
secondary schools are opposed to the 
interests of the school board. The fact 
is, as Shown by statistics printed by the 
House in July, 1898, at my request, 
that the secondary schools—and these 
alone come in touch with the higher 
grade schools—have on an average half 
their boys from the public elementary 
schools. Birmingham has 53 per cent., 
and in Wales the proportion is 66 per 
cent., which is even more. The higher 
grade school is good for a large number 
of the pupils who leave the ordinary 
elementary schools ; but it is no good for 
clever boys, and especially those whose 


The truth is that there should be two 
channels, not one, from the elementary 
schools, and each of those reservoirs— 
1 speak as a water company man— 
the higher grade school and the secondary 


{8 JuLy 1901} 





school, should be assigned its distinctive 
educational work of the right kind. 
This Bill will compel differentiation of 
the right kind. It is absurd to say that 
differentiation is not possible ; it has been 
accomplished by countries which have | 
taken the education question seriously ; | 
and if England is to survive in the | 
international trade rivalry it cannot 
afford longer to dally with this question. 
The fact is that it is with education as it 
is with the Army—it is not enough for 
a nation to have a long purse. Time 
is required to produce an adequate 
number of efficient schools and efficient 
soldiers—neither will rise out of the 
ground at the stamp of the foot, and it is 
because I believe that England is in- 





adequately provided with facilities for 
higher education that IL approve this | 
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Bill as a first step towards the necessary 
organisation of a national system. 


*Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomeryshire): I express regret that, 
after the withdrawal of the first Educa- 
tion Bill, the Government should have 
introduced a Bill of the contentious kind 
now before the House. The justification 
made by the supporters of the Bill is that 
it is intended to prevent overlapping 

but overlapping, as was pointed out by 
the Royal Commission, may take place 
in various ways, and overlapping between 
secondary schools and higher grade 
elementary schools is only one of these, 
and, in my judgment, not the most 
important. The Royal Commission said 
on this subject that there are un- 
doubtedly a few isolated cases in which 
higher grade elementary schools have 
unduly competed with the schools above 
them, but such cases are a rare exception. 
On the whole, the higher grade schools 
are agencies which legitimately and use- 
fully meet the wants of the district in 
which they are placed. Everyone who 
has to do practically with education 
knows that a large number of children 
do not go out into the world imme- 
diately after passing the standards, but 
who cannot attend secondary schools 
long enough to qualify them for the 
professions, and still less for the univer- 
sities. It is for these children that the 
higher grade schools necessarily provide. 
We have to deal with a complete chaos in 
secondary education. We have different 
authorities working differently in dif- 
ferent schools, and consequently over- 
lapping and clashing in all directions. I 
should like to make a complete sweep of 
the whole system and begin a new, 
but that is practically impossible. We 
must take into account existing schools 
and existing prejudices, and work by 
degrees into a coherent and organised 
system. ‘To use a metaphor of the Royal 
Commission, we have not to build a new 
house from the foundation, but to alter 
and enlarge, according to modern views, 
the old building, which has many con- 
veniences, but which, on the other hand, 
has many faults. We must remember 
that we have to deal with human beings, 
not mere abstractions. Here you have 
different bodies dving their own work, 


2Y 
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very well in their own estimation, and 
also in the estimation of others ; and you 
cannot expect them to work with you if 
you do not fully appreciate their point of | 
view, the work they have done, and the | 
work they wish to do. I ask the House | 
to picture to itself what a good school 
board is. It is the result of popular 
election, composed of men and women 
full of enthusiasm for education, and 
insensibly led on from elementary edu- 
cation to the first parts of a secondary 
education. They have been forced on 
by circumstances, and, moreover, have 
been led on by the encouragement of the 
Department. And what does 
Government do 


not do their elementary work properly, 


and, what is the bitterest pill of all, they | 
propose to subordinate them to another | 


body. Can anyone wonder at the resent- 
ment which is being felt against such a 


proposal! It is only human nature. | 
Surely the Government ought to have | 


continued the existing state of 
until they could bring in a complete 
system of education, which could take 
full account of the work of the school 
bourds and the qualifications of the 
szhool boards. The Government have 
sinned against the light ; 
had in the report of the Secondary 
Education Commission acomplete scheme 
for a secondary education authority in | 
boroughs. I may point out that my 
hon. friend the Member for Wigan was 
mistaken when he treated the munici- | 
palities as being, in the view of the, 
Commission, the predominant authority. 
The view of the Commission was that 
the new authority in county boroughs | 


should be two-thirds elected—one-third | 
by the borough council, one-third by the | 


school board, and the remaining third 
nominated by other bodies or co- opted. | 


{COMMONS} 


the | 
! They turn round on’ 
these people and tell them, without any | 
thanks for past services, that they did | 


things | 


because they | 


(No. 2) Bill. 1260 
| *Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : I had 


| not the hon. and gallant Member in my 
| mind when | made that remark ; but 
there is another section of the House 
| that dislikes popular control of education 
and dislikes still more religious equality 
in education, and it is these two prin- 
ciples that the school boards represent, 
and because of that they have incurred 
the undying hostility of a large number 
of the party opposite. We know that 
|}Lord Salisbury himself advised a 
| Sectarian association to capture the 
school boards under the present law, 
and then, after, under a_ better law. 
This, | suppose, is the better law ; that 
is to say, it is to subordinate the school 
boards to bodies which the Government 
| believe, I think wrongly, are under other 
| influences than those purely educational. 
The Government have had a good deal 
of advice to-night from their own side of 





'the House, and they will not grudge 
some from this side. I suggest quite 


| seriously, as a friend of education, and 
as believing that there is a rich vein of 
love for education on the other side of 
the House, that the Government should 
withdraw this Bill and accept the Bill 
of my hon. friend behind me. In this 
way no question would be prejudiced ; 
things would go on as at present ; you 
would have the whole of the Long Vaca- 
tion to consider the different questions 
| involved, and be able to bring in a good 
| Bill next session. I venture to say that 
‘after listening to the debate this evening 
there are many misconceptions which 
‘ean be explained away. and much 
jealousy between different bodies which 
‘is unnecessary and deplorable. We 
should have the advantage, without 
attempting to snate ha decision hurriedly, 
of entering on next session with fresh 
minds into discussion of a complete 
scheme for a sound system of education. 
On the other hand, if the Government 


That is, it gave the two representative | | force this Bill by the closure and by their 


bodies the predominant position. 


The | large majority through this session, it 


fact is that the school board system is} will not be received with any sense ol 
distasteful to a large number of the gratitude by those who would go with 


followers of the Government. 


CoLtoneL LOCKWOOD: 


not dislike school boards qua school 
boards, but only when they take up ; 
secondary education. 


Mr. Humphreys-Owen. 


I hope I do 


}them in carrying a sound measure 


Masor RASCH (Essex, Chelmsford) : I 
‘have listened with the greatest interest 
to the expert opinions and enthusiastic 


| speeches of hon. Gentlemen opposite and 
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on this side of the House. I regret to say | tional taxation on the heavy lands of the 
that at present I do not share them | Eastern counties. I am not going into 
myself. I hope possibly the House will | jeremiads on the depression, but nothing 
let me say a few words on behalf of the | could be worse than our position—it is 
agricultural interest and on behalf of | worse than it was in 1879. Nothing is 
the Bill. With all my heart I congratu-| growing. In my division wheat had to 
late the Government upon the with-| be ploughed in; there is no hay, no roots, 
drawal of their Bill, not, as some Gentle-| and prices are as bad as they can 


men opposite imagine, because in the | 
agricultural districts we have a dis- | 
interested aversion to education, not | 
because those interests are represented | 
by those whom Mr. Birrell once called | 
the “Tony Lumpkins behind the Vice- | 
President.”” Not at all; we do not | 
object to education in the abstract or in | 
the concrete ; but we do draw a line | 
somewhere, and do not believe in giving | 
the children of agricultural labourers | 
such an education as is alluded to in the 
“ Vicar of Wakefield,” which would in- 
clude “Shakespeare and the musical | 
glasses.” We have no sympathy with the 
teaching of ‘* progressive dancing,” and | 
are not touched by the sight of old gentle- | 
men of seventy learning the A BC. | 
These things do not appeal to the minds | 
of agricultural constituents, though we | 
do not think education a mere fad, or) 
share the view expressed by the hon. | 
Member for Leicester in his autobio- | 
graphy that it is a “‘ detestable nuis- 
ance” and ‘‘ impossible nonsense,” nor | 
do we go so far as the hon. Gentleman 
who said that higher education in the 
agricultural districts is nothing but a 
curse. [I hope the Government will 
adhere to their small Bill, and not inter- 
pose another next year. Why there 
should be this strong objection to the 
present Bill I cannot understand. Not- ' 
withstanding the notoriety to which the | 
worthy Mr. Cockerton has awakened, | 
the machinery of education as carried | 


be. That is why I congratulate the 
Government on the withdrawal of their 
Bill. I do not pretend to be an expert. 
an enthusiast, or fanatic in educational 
matters, and I have troubled the House 
upon a subject with which I am im- 
perfectly acquainted only because, having 
represented agricultural divisions for 
sixteen years, one of which has been 
more hardly hit than any other stretch 
of country in England, I may almost be 
entitled to be considered the epitome and 
incarnation of agricultural distress, and 
as such I call attention to this view of the 
matter, and deprecate any addition to 
agricultural rates. 


*Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): We have 
had a most interesting interlude from the 
two hon. Members who come from Essex. 
The one told the House that the turnips 


| were scanty, and he wanted education to 


be as scanty. The other told us that 
he is a water company director, and 
wishes education to be as scanty as the 
water which his company deals out to 
the people in the East End of London. 
I think we can pass over that interesting 
interlude, and get back to the real subject 
before the House. The hon. Baronet 
the Member for Wigan said this Bill 
represents an important step in educa- 
tional progress. 


*Smrr FRANCIS POWELL: I said a 


step. 





on by popularly elected boards and, *Mr. WHITLEY: I will take the hon. 
continuation schools will continue pretty | Baronet at his word—a step in educa- 
much as before. Why is it that I, | tional progress. My point is that the 
a humble representative of the agricul-| Bill is a false step, and if that be so, a 
tural interest, congratulate the Govern- | false step is far worse than if we took no 
ment on having withdrawn their previous | step at all at the present moment. I[ 
Bill? I do not think hon. Members, | think it cannot be denied that this Bill 
except the right hon. the Vice-President, | raises the whole question of the future 
are aware how absolutely unable we! education of the whole country, and we 
agriculturists in the Eastern counties | should, therefore, even in this little Bill 
are to pay additional rates. [A laugh.]| with its two solitary clauses, keep before 
If the hon. Gentleman does not believe | our minds the whole problem of the 
me, let him go to his friend General | future of education in this country. 
Booth, of the Salvation Army, and ask | What are the main ideals towards which 
him whether it is possible to pay addi-| we are trying to work? We are practi- 
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eally agreed that we require a system | heing put on their shoulders which would 
harmonious, national, and eapable of prevent them from giving that single 
expansion. The country outside the | attention to educational administration 
House is agreed that it is time to give up! which is demanded by anyone who really 
patchwork, and that it is prepared for) ecares for the educational efficiency of 
unification. It is impatient with the | the country. 

chaos which at present exists. As the} Now that I have said so much, it 
right hon. Gentleman said in an earlier | is plain that I do not approve of the 
speech during this session, we are agreed sub-committee plan for the management 
that one strong and efficient authority | of this great national work. But no 
is required to deal with primary, secon-; more do I for my part, and I think many 
dary, and technical education. There is | on this side of the House will agree with 
no hope in my mind of dealing with the | me, believe that the school boards, as at 
present overlapping, which we all admit | present constituted, are the proper bodies 
and deplore, except we have one strong | to undertake this work. I am inclined 
authority to deal with all the three kinds | to think that it would not have been a 
of education. The one point on which | difficult thing, if the Government had 
we differ is as to where we are’ been enthusiastic in the matter, to have 
to get this one strong and efficient | created a new body which would have 
authority. The right hon. Gentleman | combined the best points of the school 
has tried to put us on the horns of} board system and the county council 
a dilemma, and has tried to prove systems—an authority not subordinate 
his case by saying that there is only a, to but co-ordinate with the county council 
choice between two courses—on the one | and the county borough council, to take 
hand to put the whole education into the ; up the work so well carried out hitherto 
hands of the school boards, and on the by the school boards. The good points 
other hand, into the hands of a sub- | of the two systems are, in the case of the 
committee of the county councils and the | school boards, direct election for a specific 
county borough councils. I entirely purpose. That, and that only, can pro- 
demur to that. I am not prepared to| vide the best skill to direct the piston 
consider the one or the other as the one! which will drive education forward. 
strong, single, efficient authority to do. But the present system of election by 
this national work. The right hon. | the eumulative vote is very unsatisfactory 
Gentleman puts aside the school boards ' indeed. J must also admit that the areas 
on the ground that they do not cover. for the election of school boards in the 
all the areas in the country, and he county districts are extremely unsatis- 
aeeepts the county councils and the) factory. So far, | am with the Govern- 
county borough councils because they ment in their desire for larger areas. | 
do so. My objection to the sub-com-; would submit to the House that it would 
mittees of the county councils and the | have been quite possible to have brought 
county borough councils are the fact of | forward a scheme which would have 
want of publicity, that they are compo-|climinated these faults and yet have 
site bodies and would tend to destroy kept the real virtues of the school board 
enthusiasm for efficiency. I am afraid and the county council systems. For 
that if this Bill goes through it will mean instance, it might have been possible 
nothing but a triumph of officialism. to take the county areas and give them 
Surely the work of these three great} a wider basis, and to have elected the 
spheres of education is enough for the’ members ad hoc, and to have had the 
members of that single authority. Why election of the county council and the 
should they mix it up with questions of | school board on the same day, as is the 
drainage, roads, street cleansing, water case in the United States. That would 
supply, and finance? The essential con- have simplified the elections, and yet have 
dition of real enthusiasm in this matter kept the will of the people at the back 
of education is the whole-heartedness with of the educational representatives ; and 
which the body concerned takes up the in that way they would have been sure 
work and carries it out. We know to have the vitalising influence of the 
quite well that in municipal bodies a popular will behind them. Now, if the 
great amount of work is continnally , educational members were elected in 


Mr. Whitley, % 
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that manner, co-ordinate with, and not 
subordinate to, the county councils and 
county borough councils, and if they 
devoted the whole of their attention 
to the work of education, they might not 
only be entrusted with primary, but 
technical and secondary education, and 
they would be removed from the ordinary 
sphere of municipal work. It would be 
a body dignified and strong enough to 
deal with all the powers of an educational 
authority. There is one thing which 
is very noticeable in connection with 
this educational question, and that is, 
how quickly party feeling disappears in 
the work of administration. My expe- 
rience is that if you take a body of men 
and get them to devote their whole time 
to the work of education, no 
whether they are half Conservatives and 
half Liberals, or half sectarians and half 


unsectarians, it does not take very long | 


for all of them to get rid of their preju- 
dices and become true edueationists. A 
very notable instance 
Manchester School Board, 


majority, and yet it has been animated | 


by true educational progress. Provided 
we get these two conditions, which to my 
mind are precedent to any really efficient 
authority—first, direct responsibility to 
the people, and second, whole-heartedness 


in their attention tothe subject with they | 
all would work smoothly. | 


have to deal 
Now a measure to provide for these 
two things might be simple and easily 


understood : and we should at once re-| 


move all questions of overlapping between 
the three grades of education, because 
all would be in the same hand. 
such scheme should come to be carried 
out, it would be wise if it were arranged 
that the members were elected for three 
years or longer in order to give more 
continuity in policy than at present. 

I have tried to indicate what appear to 
me to be the real needs of the situation, 
but when one turns from ideals to the 
possibilities of the Bill we have before the 
House it is a come-down indeed. The 
First Lord of the Treasury has told us 
that it is a little Bill, but it involves a 
great principle. 
to tell us that it was the necessary result 
of the Cockerton judgment. 
not know whether humbug is a partia- 


{& Jury 1901} 


matter | 


of that is the: 
on which | 
for years there was a denominational | 


If any | 


The Bill itself appears | 
Well, I do | 


(Vo. 2) Bill. 1266 
(only word that would describe such a 
'statement as that. The necessary result 
jof the Cockerton judgment! What 
about the Demise of the Crown Bill ? 
There was a case where a technical flaw 
was found in an old Act and it left open 
the possibility of surcharging hon. Gentle- 
men for the votes they gave in this House. 
'There was no hesitation about with- 
' drawing the Bill and bringing in No. 2 
| Bill. They very quickly found a way 
‘to deal with that difficulty, and just as 
| easily, and far more readily, they could 
| have dealt with this, which is, after all, a 
‘technical flaw in the drafting of the 
‘original Education Bill. [An Hon. MEm- 
‘BER: No.| Who believes that it was 
‘ever in Mr. Forster's mind to restrict 
| elementary «ducation in this way 1 Why 
the codes of the Department show the 
‘impossibitity of such a view as that. 
Every code that has been issued from the 
Education Department disproves that. 
The fact is that the Cockerton case arose 
out of a technical flaw, which might have 
been perfectly easily remedied if the 
Government had been willing. As a 
| matter of fact, it has been the result of a 
conspiracy which I think was hatched 
not far from the ¢onstituency of Green- 
wich. It has been hatched and fostered 
‘and reared by the spirit that would 
restrict liberty and revive bigotry. 

Lorp HUGE CECIL (Greenwich) + 1 
had nothing to do with the committee 
which promoted the Cockerton case 
until long after the appeal had heen 
made to the auditor. 


sorry 
lam 


*Mr. WHITLEY: I am_ very 
if I do the noble Lord an injustice. 
only judging from the spirit which the 
noble Lord has exhibited in the House. 
We have seen him in many parts during 
this session. We have seen him wishing 
to consign to a dungeon hon. Members 
who were struggling for what they con- 
| ceived to be freedom, and we have seen 
him obstructing during the whole of 
two Wednesdays two beneficent mea- 
sures which were commended by the 
/common sense of the whole House. The 
result of this Bill must, I think, he re- 
striction at every turn. At any rate, 
it is very clear that it means the putting 
of the school boards in a position of in- 
dignity like—well, I do not know how to 


| 
| 


mentary word, but it appears to me the! describe it so well as to say that it is a 
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position of indignity like that of a Mem- | of education. The right hon. Gentleman 
ber of the Government whose real ideals seems to think that evening continuation 
and aspirations can only find expression | schools are established for the purpose 
in articles in magazines, and whose | of teaching fancy subjects. That is not 
official acts are controlled by superior | the case in the great bulk of these schools, 
power but inferior knowledge. The There is a great work for these schools, 
Minute laid on the Table for the con- | quite apart from technical and science and 
tinuation schools reveals far more than | art instruction. Only 10 per cent. of the 
this Bill does the real policy of the Govern- | industrial population are fitted for tech- 
ment. It is difficult to understand, and | nical and science and art instruction, and 
I confess I am not certain whether yet I these schools deal with the remaining 
understand its real meaning. I have | 90 per cent. The right hon. Gentleman 
had the benefit of fifteen years experience | has dealt laughingly with the attendances 
in the control of continuation schools, ‘in some schools he has picked up. 

and am chairman of the committee of | — 
management of eleven schools, with some Sir J. GORST: They were furnished 
2,000 students. The moment this to me by one of the best inspectors in 
Minute came out I referred the matter | London as fair average attendances. 

to the experts who were accustomed to) *\fpo WHITLEY - 
deal with this question, and I am in- 
formed by them that no less than 1,000 
of these students will be affected by the 
Minute of 8rd July. It is not only 
eutting out the scholars over the age of | Sir J. GORST: I did not quote them 
fourteen. [An Hon. Memper: Fifteen] | as instances of evening school work in the 
I would beg the House to notice this! country. I specially said that evening 
point, that while the Minute says fifteen schools in the North and in the Midlands 
it means fourteen. were of a much more serious character. 


If these are fair 
average attendances in London, they are 
not fair instances of attendance in the 
country. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : I do not see how the) *Mr. WHITLEY: | am very glad to 
hon. Member can discuss the Minute on have his interpretation. I have in my 
this Bill. -hand the last report of some evening 
/ schools in which I am _ interested, 

Mr. ALFRED HUTTON (Yorkshire, jand I find that in 1900 the average at- 
W.R., Morley ): The Minute will take | tendance is 85 per cent., a larger atten- 
one form if the Bill passes, and another | dance than is got in the day schools 
form if the Bill does not pass. Therefore | with all the compulsion of the law. | 
the Minute is contingent on the passing | contend that these schools will be very 
of the Bill. seriously hit by this new Minute, and it 
’ : oy : : _ | ought not to be allowed to take the force 
Sir J. GORST: It is pointed out in | of Jaw before the House has had an oppor- 
the memorandum that school boards tunity of expressing an opinion upon it. 
will be able under this Bill to conduct I cannot support the Bill, because it intro- 


schools of a certain character. | 

Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): It is | fusions, and shows no signs of any appre- 

f| ciation on the part of the Government 

_of the great desire for the creation of one 

strong, firm, and reliable authority which 

_ will be in a position to deal with all grades 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not wish to | of education. 


limit the scope of the debate unneces- | *CovoneL WILLIAMS (Dorsetshire 


many W.): As I understand the Cockerton 
*Mr. WHITLEY : I was careful in deal- | judgment, it simply laid down what is 
ing with this question. The best students | the law. I have always regarded the 
in evening continuation schools are the | opposite party as professing, at all events, 
older boys and girls who have discovered | to be leaders in the van of educational 
their own ignorance, so this Minute is a | progress, and yet I gather from speech 
very serious blow at that particular kind | after speech on the other side that the 


Mr, Whitley. 


duces new complications and new con- 


impossible to discuss the whole scope o 
the Bill without some detailed reference | 
to the Minute. 
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{8 Juty 1901} 


effect of this Bill would be to stop certain | parents 


(No. 2) Bill. 


themselves, 


1270 


and not’ the 


classes which are now in operation— | wishes of the majority of the neigh- 


classes which the school boards elaborated | bours 


with great pains, and which are doing a 
great work. Why are they going to be 
stopped ! Mysterious threats have been 
thrown out that if the Bill passes these 
classes will be stopped. But who is going 
to stop them ¢ They can only be stopped 
by one of two sets of people, either by 
the school boards or the spending autho- 
rities. Is it to be supposed that the 


school boards, which have led the way | 


in the van of education, are going to stop 
them simply because they have to ask 
somebody else for the money which the 


by whom they are — sur- 
rounded. It is also a system which 
is proved to have been outgrown by the 
march of events. It was a satisfactory 
system for a long number of years, but 
our educational requirements are in- 
creasing day by day. We have now a 
system which goes a certain way, and 
then there is a gap. We have got to 
bridge over that gap until one body 
shall take in hand the primary and 
secondary education of the country. 


|The Cockerton judgment is a step 


law says they cannot raise themselves | | 


If that is the case, it is the very death- 
knell of the whole school board system. 
It will show to the country that they do 
not care for education, but for their own 
system of education. The only other 
hody that can stop the classes is the 
county council. I speak from personal 
testimony of a 
council. It has grappled with the work 
of technical education in a satisfactory 
manner. IL believe from the general 
testimony that has been expressed that 
the municipal councils are not at all 
vpxious to stop the work of the school 
boards. | do not believe there is a 
single municipal authority that will 
refuse the money necessary to carry on 


d 


the work for one year until the principle 


purely rural county , th 
| with 


of a general board can be settled. If, 
they do, let the school boards make full | 


use of their action, and it will only exalt 
the school boards all the more as against 
the municipal councils. No one believes 
for a single second that the school boards 
ure going to have the pettiness to give up 
this magnificent educational work be- 
cause they have to ask the municipal 
council for money. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Who on this side said they would do so ?] 
| have put a not unfair construction 
on the whole tenour of the speeches on 
that side. Practically everyone who 
has made a speech on the other side 
has said so, and that is one of the things 
that makes me think more and more 


that the opposition to the Bill is merely | 


factious. The present system of educa- 
tion is one which produces a sense of 
grievance on the part of Nonconformists 
and Churchmen alike. It takes no 
account whatever of what ought to be 
the real factor—the wishes of the 


towards that end. 


*Mr. NORVAL W. HELME (Lanea- 
shire, Lancaster): [I would venture 
to call the attention of the House to the 
intense interest that has been developed 
in this great question of education in the 
north of England. ‘To a certain extent 
[ am entitled to speak on behalf of 
the town and county of Lancaster, 
its population of over four 
wnillions. We have an immense num- 
ber of commercial interests, which 
are challenged on all sides, and_ if 
we are to maintain the same in their high 
condition we must look to the develop- 
ment of education among the people, 
that they may be qualified to perform 
their various parts in the daily avoca- 
tions of life. ‘The county council, in 
endeavouring to deal with some of the 
technical subjects, such, for instance, as 
plumbing, has found it has been impos- 
sible for some of the pupil-apprentices 
in the trade to grasp the information 
and technological instruction given to 
them by those who teach them. We 
had a great object-lesson at the Paris 
Exhibition of the immense educational 
and mechanical development which has 
taken place in foreign countries. — | 
attended a meeting of the associated 
the 


chambers of commerce at ex- 
hibition, at which Lord Avebury 
and the hon. Member for South 


Islington were present, and they spoke 
of the position of England in connection 
with our commercial supremacy as being 
dependent entirely on the development 
of education. As the material pros- 
perity of our country depends on its 
commerce, Wwe cannot afford to 
slacken our efforts in any of the depart- 
ments that tend to improve the great 
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subject we are considering to-night. We 
must remember the competition we 
now have to face, as has been already 
stated. The constant endeavour of the 
German people is to apply science to 
industry, whilst in America they are 
developing the application of mechanical 
appliances in substitution for manual 


effort. Therefore, while we are 
struggling behind the necessity for 
compulsory education, we must try 
and do what we can to bring up 


the general level of the education of 
our people. Since 1870 the responsible 
management of elementary education 
has rested on the school boards and on 
voluntary school managers. The school 
boards have honestly endeavoured to 
carry out the powers conferred on 
them by the Act of 1870; and none 
will deny the excellence of their work ; 
but after thirty years experience, we 
are now face to face with the fact that 
a certain development of higher grade 
education under the school board has 
been pronounced illegal, although it has 
had the blessings of various Vice-Presi- 
dents of the Board of Education repre- 
senting different parties in this House. 
We are now face to face with a system 
that has been suddenly dislocated 
und altogether thrown out of joint. 
The Government, recognising the 
seriousness of the situation, have intro- 
duced a Bill, but unfortunately such a 
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cap in hand to another authority for 
permission to continue to conduct classes 
in higher education, to interfere with 
the work which the school boards have 
been carrying on? Why has not the 
Government boldly proposed to abolish 
the school boards, and to hand over their 
powers to another authority, if it is 
considered that they are not to be en- 
trusted with the work? The Govern- 
ment dare not propose that, and we chal- 
lenge Ministers to put that question 
before the country, and see if many of 
their supporters would not leave their 
party in order to support the national 
interests of education. What is the 
opinion of some of the school boards in 
the great towns! | have hada copy of 
the communication to the Board of 
Education sent to me by the Liverpool 
School Board, stating that they look 
upon the judgment of the Court of 
Appeal in the Cockerton case— 

“as a most disastrous blow to the cause of 
elementary education, not only of the vast 
industrial classes of this country, but also to 
the interests (moral, social, and commercial 
alike) of the whole community. The 
Board desire to urge the Board of Education 
to promote legislation at the earliest possible 
moment for restoring as far as may be 
the powers of school boards to what those 
powers have hitherto been understood to be, 
and to render legal the valuable work in day 
and evening schools which has hitherto been 
carried out by them.” 

What is the [position in Manchester ! 
Manchester has been quoted to-night 





Bill. The Cockerton judgment will be 
remembered, not only because of the | 
dislocation to which I have referred, but | 
ws giving us the spectacle of a Govern- 
ment that has failed in what we consider 
the opportunity of the moment. If the 
Government were unable to bring in 
and press forward a great scheme for the 
unification of the educational system of | 
the country, why should it not have 
introduced an enabling Bill, which 
would permit the work to be carried on 
during the next twelve months on the 
old lines. 

What can be the object of this Bill? 
To develop education? Certainly not. 
Rather, we are compelled to surmise, that 
it is to limit expenditure, so that a higher 
system of education may not in all cases 
be continued. Is it not therefore more 
likely to strangle the vigour and vitality 
of the education movement ? Is it not 
more likely, by sending the school boards 

Mr. Norval IW. Helme. 


' school 


as an example of the splendid work 
which is being accomplished — by 
boards. [I have _ received, 
through the favour of the clerk to the 
Manchester School Board, some particu- 
lars which enable me to direct attention 
to the position in that great industrial 
centre. There are five higher grade 
schools in that city, and of 660 
pupils attending, 620 have come from 


public elementary schools, forty from 


private schools, and not a single scholar 
from a secondary school. Therefore 
the claim of these important higher grade 
schools, that they are only giving what is 
a complement to elementary education 
proper, must be admitted. The man- 
agers of these schools in our great cities 
have no desire to take children who 
would fittingly find places in second- 
ary schools ; and all the facts point to 
their giving a good commercial education, 


japart from the higher education in 
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mathematics and classics obtained in 
the secondary schools. Therefore I think 
it is quite possible in the future for the 
tducation Department to arrange some 
system by which it would be clear that 
the higher grade schools are not intended 
to compete with the secondary schools. 
Take the occupation of the parents of 
the children attending one higher grade 
school. Of 1,012 scholars only 109 were 
the children of parents who might 
be described as fairly well-to-do; 182 
were the children of small shopkeepers, 
and 721 were the children of artisans 
and persons in receipt of salaries ; and of 
all the children who left in the year only 
one went forward to a_ university. 
Therefore, we may fairly consider that 
the higher grade schools are doing a class 
of work thoroughly suited to the com- 
mercial interests of the people. Now the 
Cockerton judgment has dislocated that 
machinery. The Education Depart- 
ment a year ago endeavoured to deal 
with the matter in a Minute on higher 
education, which was issued in April, 
1900. It suggested that certain rules 
should be adopted, which, if complied 
with, would give an opportunity for the 
continuation of a higher system of 


education in Board schools. But 
they limited the course of  edu- 
cation to four years, which I ven- 


ture to think is too short. It might 
be that a boy began at ten, and to send 
him away at fourteen was too early. 
Then’ no scholar was to remain in a 
higher elementary school beyond the age 
of fifteen ; that should be altered ; and 
it was also laid down that, before a child 
could be admitted to a higher elementary 
school, he should have been in a public 
elementary school for two years. That 





really no relation to the Bill before the 
House. 


| 

| 
*Mr. NORVAL W. HELME: Then 1| 
will not pursue them ; rather I would | 
turn to a subject in which I may hope 
to be in order—namely, the evening 
continuation classes. In the north of 
England very serious work has been 
done in the evening continuation 
classes. For instance, in the adminis- 
trative county of Lancaster we have 
developed a system of working that has 
brought over 30,000 pupils into these 
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| 
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I think was wrong. | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: These matters have | 
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schools, and the great work which has 
been done through them in most of the 
boroughs has been accomplished by 
means of the school boards, and there- 
fore it is that the regulation now under 
consideration needs the most careful con- 
sideration. In Manchester no less than 
15,072 pupils attended the evening 
| schools. Of these, 5,730 were below 
| 15, 6,822 were over 15 and under 21, 
land 2,297 were over 21 years of 
jage. The effect of the Cockerton 
|judgment will be to make it illegal 
‘for the school boards to continue 
‘this work, and therefore I think that, 
|instead of the school boards having 
| to ask permission to continue this work, 
‘authority should be given to them to 
‘that end, devoid of difficulty or uncer- 
tainty. The hon. Member who spoke 
last urged that there was no fear of 
‘dislocation, and said he desired to see a 
_uniform system adopted so that children 
'should have the benefit of a sound and 
| progressive system of education. We 
| want to see a system of education esta- 
blished by which every child who has 
brains, which nature has so impartially 
distributed among all classes, should be 
able to make the best use of them, and 
'to bring the result of his trained intellect 
to the service of the State. Anything 
'that impedes the progress of this work 
is naturally looked upon with suspicion 
'on this side of the House. May I just 
|for a moment recognise the splendid 
'services which have been rendered to 
‘the cause of education by Sir George 
| Kekewich, who, time after time, has de- 
veloped the Evening Continuation School 
Codes. We regard the proposals now be- 
| fore the House as unsatisfactory, and we 
would urge on the Government to pre- 
vent the dislocation of the system of 
school board education by putting the 
school boards, which are elected bodies, 

under other authorities also elected. We 

in this Parliament are able to rectify any 

abuses which may be discovered, and 

make good any mistakes or illegality 

that may have arisen. But let it be 

clearly understood that, if by the force 

of the numerical majority of the Govern- 

ment, they adopt a system by which 

the great principles of education 

are interfered with, hon. Members on 

this side of the House will not be content 

until they have used every possible 


2Z 
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PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [Lords]. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the chair. | 
Clause 13 :— 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.) said he 
| ea, (hana, begged to move the Amendment standing 
Order for Second Reading read. /in his name, which would prevent libra- 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | Tes trom circulating scurrilous libels for 
“That the Bill be now read a second perhaps a twelvemonth. 
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effort to try and restore, to the highest | 
possible position, the machinery of | 
education in this country, on which the 
welfare of this country must increas- 
ingly depend. 

Debate adjourned till to-morrow. 
REGULATION | 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS 





time.” 


THE CHAIRMAN: There is an Amend. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) | ment to leave out the clause altogether, 


said the Second Reading of such a Bill | 


should not be moved without some 
explanation. The Bill was brought down | 


from the Lords on the 21st May, and was 
ordered to be printed on the 10th June, 
but the House had not had a single word 
of information regarding it. That was 
not the proper way in which to treat the 


House. He would have thought that 


precisely 
objected to public libraries having the 
power to circulate scurrilous libels. 


Mr. TULLY said he wished to know 
what was proposed. He 


THe CHAIRMAN: An Amendment 


has been accepted by the promoters of 
the Bill to leave out the clause altogether, 


(Laneashire, 


Lorp BALCARRES 


at least the representative of the Local! Chorley) said he intended to move that 


Government Board would have ex- 
plained the nature of the measure. He 
ventured to say that not half a dozen | 
Members in the House understood any- 
thing about the provisions of the Bill, 
and that even the First Lord of the 


Amendment. 


Question, ** That Clause 13 stand part 


of the Bill,” put, and negatived. 


Remaining Clauses agreed to. 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 


Treasury did not know anything about | sidered to-morrow. 


it. There were two principal Acts re- 


ferring to the subject - one Was the PURCHASE OF LAND (IRELAND) (No. 2) 


Alkali Consolidation Act of 1881, and | 
the other was the Alkali Registration | 
Act, 1892. 
spects an amending Bill to the Act of 
1881, and it sought to amend sections | 
4, 8, and 9 of that Act. With refer- 


» 
ov, 


BILI 
Read a second time, and committed to 


The Bill was in several re-| the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


TRAMWAYS (STREET AND ROAD). 
Return ordered, “ of Street and Road 


‘ . » - . +43, . mm ~ { 
ence to Section 3, the Bill proposed a | Tramways authorised by Parliament, 


very important change a the law ee |showing the amount of Capital autho- 
reterence to nuisances arising trom alkali | rised, paid up, and expended > the length 


works. Under the Bill the offence 
would not be at the point where the 
gases were discharged into the atmo- 
sphere, as was the condition of the exist- 
ing law. The Bill gave power to inquire 
into processes inside the works, and pro- 
posed to establish for the first time a 
supervision over a manufacture, and to 
provide that it should be conducted in a 
certain manner. Parliament had never 
interfered with the manufacturer in the 
process of his manufacture. 

It being midnight, the debate stood 
adjourned. 





Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


Mr. Norval W. Helme. 


}of Tramways authorised and the length 
open for the public conveyance of pas- 


sengers down to the 30th day of June, 
1901; the gross Receipts, working 
Expenditure, and net Receipts; the 
number of Passengers conveyed and the 
number of miles run by cars during the 
year ended the 30th day of June, 1901; 
together with the number of Horses, 
Engines, and Cars at that date (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 315, of Session 1900).”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 


Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. CLEVELAND AND DURHAM COUNTY 
ELECTRIC POWER BILL. 
Tuesday, 9th July, 1901. GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


aoe LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
TOOK THE OATH. 


| DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS, 


The Lord Loch took the Oath. ETC.) BILL. 
——_—_ BURY CORPORATION BILL. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. Read 3%, with the Amendments, and 


passed, and returned to the Commons. 


SOUTH METROPOLITAN GAS BILL. | DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 


A petition of the Council of the | Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
Metropolitan Borough of St. Marylebone, | and referred to the Examiners. 
praying for leave to present a petition of | 
the Council of the Metropolitan Borough ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
of St. Marylebone, praying to be heard | ORDERS (No. 6.) BILL [H...]. 
by counsel against the Bill, although the | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
time limited by Standing Order No. 93 | ORDERS (No. 10.) BILL [H.1.]. 
for presenting such petition has expired ;| gag any) WATER ORDERS CONFIR. 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; and | MATION BILL [H.1.}. 
Standing Order No. 93 to be considered on | 
Thursday next, in order to its being | 
dispensed with in respect of the said 
petition. | 





Returned from the Commons agreed 
FAVERSHAM WATER BILL [H.1.]. 


Returned from Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments. 





METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 
B 


Committed; the Committee to be) GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. | vpwpy PORT AND HARBOUR TRUST 
BILL. 


TEES VALLEY WATER BOARD BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


| 
CALEDONIAN RAILWAY BILL. | 
Reported with Amendments. 


SEIRE SLECTRIC POWES LL. | BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BIEL. 


ITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL | ' ae 
ne pe sary To | Reported from the Select Committee 


, | with Amendments, 
Reported with Amendments. | ———— 


| KIRKCALDY AND DYSART WATER 
KINGSTON-UPON-HULL CORPORA- | ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [H.1. }. 
Lb sien sana ..| A Bili to confirm a Provisional Order 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill | under the Private Legislation Procedure 
reported with Amendments. | (Scotland) Act, 1899, relating to Kirk- 
|caldy and Dysart Water, was presented 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. | by the Lord Balfour; read 1¢; to be 
The King’s consent signified ; and Bill | printed ; and (pursuant to the Private 
| . ° ) ‘ \ 
reported with Amendments. | Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 
| 1899, Section 7) deemed to have been 
lr 9a . , 5 j 
COWES FERRY BILL [1.1.} | No. oe reported from the Committee. 
Commons’ Amendments considered, and | rage 
agreed to. LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 
PEMBROKE URBAN DISTRICTCOUNCIL| Moved, That the order made on the 
(COUNTY OF DUBLIN) BILL. 21st March last, “That no Provisional 
Read 3*, and passed. Order Confirmation Bill brought from the 
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House of Commons shall be read asecond’ DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 
time after the 27th day of June next,” be | AND 1896. 

dispensed with, and that the Bill be now = Order, dated the 4th day of July, 1901, 
read 2; agreed to; Bill read 24 accord- entitled the Foreign Animals (Amend- 
ingly, and committed to a Committee of ment) Order of 1901 (No. 2). Laid 
the Whole House on Thursday next. before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDER (No. 11) BILL. 

Moved, That the order made on the >ETITTION 
21st March last, “That no Provisional siicichaiaaal 
Order Confirmation Bill brought from the 1 aes 
House of Commons shall be read a second VIVISECTION. 
time after the 27th day of June next,” Petition for the suppression of the 
now be dispensed with, and that the Bill be | practice of; of inhabitants of Bristol ; 
read 2¢; agreed to; Bill read 2 accord- | read, and ordered to lie on the Table. — 
ingly, and committed. The Committee 
to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
METROPOLITAN POLICE PROVISIONAL _,Reported from the Standing Committee 
ORDER BILL.  ~— with Amendments. The Report thereof 
Read 3% (according to Order), and to be received on Thursday next ; and 
has 2 , Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 154. 
passed. I 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION a 
(No. 3) BILL [H.1.]. TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 


SION BILL [H.L.}. 

TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION ene 
(No. 4) BILL [H...]. Order for Committee read. 

Read 3% (according to Order), and 


al 7, 4 nae . 
passed, and sent to the Commons. Moved, That the House go _ into 


Committee on the said Bill.—(Zhe Earl of 
MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL Camperdown.) 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to Order), and Tue SECRETARY to THE BOARD 
passed. : oF TRADE (The Earl of DupLEy) : My 
Lords, before any consideration of this 
Re ; vee Bill takes place in Committee, I should 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. like to alia out one or two considera- 
tions with regard to it, and to make an 


FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). appeal to my noble friend opposite who 
is in charge of the Bill. As your Lord- 


The Nineteenth Annual Report of the '*? ; 

Fishery Board for Scotland, being for ships gored — a 4 fs 7 
the year 1900. Part II. Salmon Fisheries, Present Gratted provides for bie impos! 
i tion of certain penalties in the case of 
FACTORY AND WORKSHOP. shai ’ SS. a : 
ei, : hs shing in prohibite water, anc 
ee er — gga the chief penalty contemplated 
aco ogee sd ee a by the Bill is the suspension of the 
y vessel’s certificate for a period not 
PATRIOTIC FUND. exceeding six months. I do not wish to- 
Thirty-ninth R : night to argue the justifiableness or the 

—— ‘eport of the Royal faimess of that particular provision. 








eae. ‘Some discussion took place with regard 
TRADE REPORTS to it upon the Second Reading of the Bill. 

les a ie ._ | What I want now to point out to my 

Annual Series: No. 2653. Africa noble friend is this, that I am advised 
(Island of Pemba). that, if the procedure is proceeded with, 


Presented (by Command), and ordered it will give rise to all sorts of difficult 
to lie on the Table. questions with regard to title, and also as 
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to the position and right of beneficiaries 
and mortgagees, which will make the pro- 
vision very difficult to work. Iam told, 
also, that if another form of procedure is 
adopted by which an endorsement is 
placed upon the certificate instead of its 
being suspended, not only will all the 
ditticulties to which I have alluded 
be overcome, but the aims which 
my noble friend has in view will be quite 
as easily attained as they would be under 
the procedure proposed in the Bill. But, 
my Lords, to do this would involve not 
only much trouble and labour in making 
out the new scheme, but it would also 
entail the drafting and proposal of a con- 
siderable number of Amendments to 
transfer the operation of the Bill from 
one form of procedure to the other. 
What, therefore, I want to ask my 
noble friend is this, whether he really 
thinks it worth while to take all this 
trouble with a Bill which, as a matter of 
fact, has very little chance indeed of be- 
coming law? If we were at the begin- 
ning of a session, instead of approaching 
its close, things perhaps might be dif- 
ferent, but as it is, and considering 
the state of affairs in the other House, 
surely my noble friend realises quite well 
that a private Member’s Bill of this kind 
at this time of the year stands exceed- 
ingly little chance even of reaching the 
Second Reading stage. Would it not, 
therefore, be better for my noble friend, 
in these circumstances, to be satisfied with 
having obtained the assent of your 
Lordships to the Second Reading of the 
Bill and to frankly abandon its sub- 
sequent stages? There is an additional 
reason why itis difficult for us to pro- 
ceed with this measure. A Government 
Bill dealing to a considerable extent 
with the same question, but which is 
confined to Ireland, is at present awaiting 
the Committee stage in the other House, 
and until we can see in what form that 
Bill will emerge from the Committee it is 
difficult for us to take any action here with 
regard tothis Bill which might not necessi- 
tate future modification. I hope in these 
circumstances that my noble friend will 
agree to the course which I suggest, and, 


in order to prove to him that it is not | 


merely a captious criticism or captious 
Opposition which prompts me to ask him 
this, I will undertake that if he will agree 
to the course I have suggested, we at the 
Board of Trade will favourably consider 
next year a Bill drawn upon the lines of 
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Suspension Bill. 128 
the Irish Bill, but which will include and 
embrace those portions of the coast 
which are at present omitted from the 
Irish Bill. 


THE Ear, or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, I am bound to say that I have 
listened to the speech which the noble 
Earl has just made with some little sur- 
prise, and I am at some difficulty to 
understand exactly what his objections 
amount to. I thought at first that they 
were objections which really ought to 
have been made to the Second Reading 
of the Bill, because I think he was taking 
exception to the principle of the Bill. It 
has been necessary in practice, owing to 
repeated defiance of the law by captains 
of trawling vessels, that in addition to 
the penalty which may be imposed on 


‘the captain, some means should be found 


of getting at the owner of the vessel. 


THE Eart or DUDLEY: My noble 
friend is mistaken in thinking that I urged 
any opposition to the policy or object of 
the Bill. What I took exception to was 
merely the form of procedure by which 
my noble friend proposed to carry out 
the aims he has in view. 


THE Eart oF CAMPERDOWN : I 
am glad to hear that statement, and to 
know that the Board of Trade concurs in 
the principle of the Bill, Then it is 
merely an objection with regard to the 
mode by which it is proposed to carry out 
the objects of the Bill. I think I may 
fairly ask why has the Board of Trade 
not prepared the Amendmentsnecessary to 
effect that object. I must remind your 
Lordships that this Bill was read a second 
time last Thursday week. The noble Earl 
told me that he had objections to certain 
clauses, and should propose Amendments 
changingthem. I had put down the Bill 
for Committee stage on Thursday last, but, 
to suit the convenience of my noble 


| friend, but I am afraid at some inconveni- 


ence to other noble Lords near me, 
who are not altogether in sympathy with 
the Bill, I postponed it from last Thurs- 
day till to-day. Surely the clauses which 
are necessary to carry out these changes 
in the law cannot be so enormous in 
amount or so extraordinary in character 
that ten or twelve days is not ample time 
in which to prepare them. My noble 
friend says the clauses which carry this 
Bill into effect are bad clauses, but I 
3A 2 
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would remind him that they are the 
clauses which the Board of Trade drew 
up in 1899, which they and the Board of 
Customs gave to me, and which I inserted 
in the Bill. It is surprising to hear now 
that these clauses will not work. I sub- 
mit to the House that it is not quite con- 
venient, when we have passed the Second 
Reading and are entering on the Com- 
mittee stage, for the Government to 
ask me to _ withdraw altogether 
a Bill which has the support both of 
the Irish Office and the Scottish Office. 
The argument whether it is likely to 
pass into law this session is beside the 
question. If you proceeded with no Bills 
except those you thought would be 
certain to pass into law during the 
session, how much business would you 
do? The noble Lord stated that if I 
consented to withdraw the Bill on this 
occasion the Board of Trade would look 
favourably upon a Bill next year to 
embody certain provisions which I think 
be said were to be applicable to Ireland. 


THe Eart or DUDLEY: I said a 
Bill drawn upon the lines of the Irish 
Bill. 


THe Eart or CAMPERDOWN: 
Unfortunately I do not know what 
these provisions are, for I do not 
happen to have seen the Biil. Your 
Lordships know what looking favourably 
upon a Bill means. If the noble Earl 
will give me an undertaking that the 
Government will take up the principle of 
this Bill, which is to provide a penalty 
which may be imposed on the owner in 
addition to that which may be levied on 
the captain, I shall be prepared to accept 
his offer; and I think if I say that at 
this stage, 1 am making a very fair offer 
to him. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLtrour of BuRLEIGH): My 
Lords, I venture to join in the appeal 
which my noble friend the Secretary to 
the Board of Trade has made to the 
noble Earl opposite. I cannot see 
what the cause he represents, which to a 
large extent I support, will gain by pzo- 
ceeding with the Bill at this time. No 
doubt he could pass it, either in its present 
form or in an amended form, through its 
various stages in this House, but we are 
certain that the Bill cannot be reduced to 
the position of a non-contentious measure, 


The Earl of Camperdown. 
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and that in those circumstances it will 
not have much chance of becoming law 
during the present session. Therefore it 


seems to me that what the noble Earl 


will lose by assenting to the appeal of my 
noble friend the Secretary to the Board 
of Trade is very little. On the other 
hand, if he refuses, he will put the House 
to the trouble of considering a Bill which 
it is practically useless to proceed with. 
The Irish Bill to which allusion has been 
made is framed on the principle of 
penalising owners for repeated offences 
against the trawling bye-laws. To 
that extent it is in accordance with 
what is vaguely described as the principle 
of this Bill. The noble Earl in charge of 
the Bill introduced it in the early period 
of the session; and if he had then pro- 
ceeded with it through its various stages 
I think he would have had some ground 
for complaining of such an appeal as that 
now made by my noble friend on behalf 
of the Board of Trade. But considering 
the long period which elapsed between 
the introduction and the Second Reading 
of the Bill, I think we were entitled to say 
that we did suppose the. noble Earl in- 
tended to carry it through its various 
stages this session. I do not think the 
cause which he champions will suffer if he 
assents to the appeal of my noble friend, 
and I consider that in the circumstances 
the offer made is one which is perfectly 
fair. 


*Lorp HENEAGE: I think that before 
my noble friend assents to the suggestion 
made to him there should be some 
stronger assurance from the Board of 
Trade. The noble Earl the Secretary of 
the Board of Trade, when he gave his 
assent to the Second Reading, said it was 
a novel experiment. The Bill passed 
through your Lordships’ House in 1899 
with the full concurrence and support of 
my noble friend the Secretary for Scot- 
land, but it was certainly opposed by the 
Board of Trade. 


THe Eart or DUDLEY: No. 


*Lorp HENEAGE: It went to a Com- 
mittee on which the Board of Trade was 
not represented, and of which the Secre- 
tary for Scotland was chairman, but when 
it went down to the other House the 
President ofthe Board of Trade refused 
to take charge of the Bill, and it was 
blocked by the fishing interest. It 
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is bad for the fishing 
keep this matter hanging up. I am 
as anxious as anyone that these 
practices should be put an end to, but I 
cannot help thinking that the Board of 
Trade have the matter a great deal in 
their own hands. The figures which 
were quoted by my noble friend Lord 
Camperdown the other night proved con- 
clusively that the offences had been com- 
mitted by a few skippers. One had been 
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trade to 


convicted fifteen times and seven nine. 


times. Why have the Board of Trade 
allowed those men to have certificates ! 
If they have been convicted over and 
over again in this way, they must have 
had their certificates suspended. Why 
were they given back? I should like 
to see the law made a great deal 
stronger against these skippers. Some 
of them are a bad lot, and we should be 
very glad to get rid of them. I 
think it is the skippers you 
want to get at, and if the 
Board of Trade would use its power to 
enforce the law, by withholding the 
certificates of skippers guilty of repeated 
offences, I think a great deal would be 
done towards meeting the difficulty. I 
think the noble Earl ought, after asking 
my noble friend to withdraw this Bill, 
to say that the Government are prepared 
to deal with the question next year. 


THE EArt oF ABERDEEN: My 
Lords, I venture most heartily to support 
the appeal of my noble friend for some 
sort of pledge or promise from the 
Government. I have no doubt that it is 
not always convenient for the Govern- 
ment to give pledges in this way, but, 
after all, this subject has been very fully 
considered ; and Iam sure that both the 
noble Earl who represents the Board of 
Trade and the Secretary for Scotland are 
very well aware that there is a strong 
feeling, especially in the north-east of 
Scotland, on this question. Even though 
the Bill cannot become law it should pro- 
ceed, because it would bear the appearance 
of lack of interest in the subject to drop 
the Bill now. 


EarL SPENCER: I must say that I 


‘think to drop a Bill simply because it 


probably will not become law would be 
a dangerous policy to adopt. It would not 
be conducive to the proper conduct of 
business, or to the dignity of this House. 
J am afraid that very often early in the 
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session there is very little chance of 
Bills then introduced becoming law, and 
yet it is a matter of considerable import- 
ance to those who are promoting the 
measures to know the views of the 


Government. It is not merely enough 
that the Second Reading should be 


carried. I think the noble Lord has 
every right to expect that the Bill should 
proceed to Committee and that the 
Government should produce their Amend- 
ments. Last night we had a similar case, 
when a Bill which had been read a second 
time,was thrown out on the Preambie. 
I think it is a very inconvenient proceed- 
ing, after we have given a Bill a Second 
Reading, to refuse, when the Committee 
stage is reached, to go into its merits. 


THE Marquess oF HUNTLY: My 
Lords, I think there is one point 
in the speech of my noble friend Lord 
Dudley which has been overlooked by the 
noble Earl in charge of this Bill. I under- 
stood Lord Dudley to state that, after an 
examination of the clauses of this Bill, it 
was found that the form of procedure 
would give rise to all sorts of difficulties 
not intended by my noble friend. I 
think, therefore, that the noble Earl 
would be justified in not proceeding 
further with the Bill. 


THE EArt or CAMPERDOWN: I 
feel that I must very reluctantly press 
for some more explicit declaration of 
what the Board of Trade propose before 
I consent to drop the Bill at this stage. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp LORD 
PRIVY SEAL (The Marquess of SALIs- 
BURY): My Lords, I have always a very 
great objection to giving promises under 
duress upon a subject in which important 
interests are involved. A thorny ques- 
tion of this kind is not one on which 
promises can be given at a moment's 
notice with respect to future legislation. 
I therefore entirely decline to give any 
promise as to what our future policy will 
be, but if the noble Earl really attaches 
importance to the progress of the Bill 
through its remaining stages, with the 
absolute certainly that it cannot become 
law, 1am very much indisposed to call 
upon your Lordships to waste any un- 
necessary time in persuading him to 
the contrary. I should therefore 
recommend that the Bill be allowed to go 


| on its ordinary course. 
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On Question, agreed to. 
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House in Committee accordingly. 


Clause 1 :— 


Tue CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey): My noble friend 
Lord Heneage has an Amendment to this 
clause. 


Lorp HENEAGE: After what has 
taken place I really do not think it worth 
while to move any Amendments standing 
in my name. 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


Clause 2 :— 


THE Marquess or HUNTLY: I 
have an Amendment to this clause, but I 
do not think the Bill has any chance ot 
becoming law this Session, and I will not 
therefore weary the House by discussing 
It. 


Drafting Amendments agreed to. 
Clause 2, as amended, agreed to. 
Remaining clauses agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Com- 
mittee: and to be printed as amended. 
(No. 156.) 


ORGANISATION OF THE YEOMANRY. 

*Lorp HARRIS: My Lords, I rise to 
call attention to the Report of the Com- 
mittee on the Organisation of the 
Yeomanry, 1901, and to ask whether it 
is intended to carry out certain recom- 
mendations made therein. In doing so 
I hope your Lordships will not think that 
I am pretending to represent the force as 
a whole. I have no authority, and should 
not presume to do so. The views I shall 
express will be purely personal. A good 
many of the recommendations of the Com- 
mittee were dealt with in the Army 


opportunity of expressing my gratitude 
to the Secretary of State for War for the 
concessions he has made to the force. 
I wish, first of all, to call attention to the 


{LORDS} 


the Yeomanry. 


(unable to obtain them themselves. The 

grant of £5 to men who bring their own 
horses for training and render themselves 
efficient is a great boon, but it is neces- 
sary to supply with horses men who can- 
not supply themselves. I had the honour 
some years ago of being instrumental 
in introducing the present system of 
registration of horses, and it was then the 
intention of the military authorities that 
the reserve horses should be inspected 
periodically, but I am inclined to think 
that the inspection is not now very strict. 
The War Office has carried out the sug- 
gestion made by this Committee, and has 
reverted to the old system of regimental 
adjutants instead of brigade adjutants. 
That is a very great improvement, but 
there are, I should imagine, periods in 
the year when these regimental adjutants 
have sufficient time on their hands to do 
other work than that which has beenalready 
allotted to them; and I think it would 
be a great advantage if the Government 
utilised the spare time of these officers in 
systematic and periodical inspection of 
reserve horses to ascertain their fitness 
for immediate active work. 

In paragraph 4 of their Report the 
Committee recommend that the provi- 
sions of Article 509 of the Royal 
Warrant should be extended to the 
Yeomanry, so that an officer who, on 
retiring from the Regular forces, is not 
entitled to retired pay, may receive 
retired pay on condition that he holds 
for a number of years a Commission in 
the Yeomanry. This is a practice which 
has been carried out in the case of the 


Militia with advantage both to the 
officers and to the Militia, and it has 


helped to fill up the large number of 
vacancies in the matter of officers which 
have existed for a long time in that force. 
The Yeomanry is to be increased, and I 
imagine that in some counties there 
will be difficulty in obtaining officers. I 


|wish to know whether that paragraph 
/in the Committee’s Report has been 
Order, and I am glad to have this | 


taken into consideration and whether the 


|Secretary of State contemplates taking 


| any action. 


The sixth paragraph refers 
to the subject of arms, and I should be 


glad if my noble friend would consider 


reserve of horses, and to ask whether the | the question of the sling connected with 


Secretary of State has done anything, or | the rifle. 


In the case of my regiment the 


contemplates doing anything, to so in- | ordinary rifle sling has been issued, but 
crease the reserve of horses as to be able | in the case of the Imperial Yeomanry a 
to supply horses fit for Yeomanry train- | short loop was issued and men who have 
ing for such men of the force as are|come back from the front tell me that 
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the loop is much better than the sling. I 
should like to know whether this matter 
has been decided, or whether the Secre- 
tary of State for War is still open to con- 
sider the advisability of adopting the loop 
instead of the ordinary sling. As regards 
the bandolier the web pattern has been 
universally condemned, In wet weather 
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force during the last century ; they have 
given their services loyally and gladly, 
and it would be a matter for regret if 
their services were now lost. Paragraph 
14 of the Report contains a reference 
to compensation for horses, and the 
Committee expressed the hope that the 
Government would deal more generously 


it gets so tight that you cannot get the | withthose cases than they hadhitherto. It 
cartridges into it, and in dry weather it | does seem hard that aman who brings his 


gets so loose that the cartridges fall out. 
I hope it has not been finally decided to 


issue these bandoliers; they do not fit. 


well on the shoulder, they do not carry 


sufficient cartridges, and they are other- | 


wise inconvenient. 

As to the period of training, the Secre- 
tary of State for War has asked us to do 
eighteen full days. When TI first joined 
the force, nearly thirty years ago, we 
were asked to do eight days training, so 
that the Government are making a con- 
siderable extra demand on the time of 
these men. A great many of them are 
employers of labour, and it is extremely 
ditticult for them to give this voluntary 
service to the country unless some oppor- 
tunities are afforded them of getting home 
at the end of the week to deal with the 
ordinary matters of business which every 
employer of labour must look after. For 
instance, the paying of their men weekly is 
an important duty which they do not care 
to leave to others ; but the Army Order 
has laid it down that a man cannot be 
regarded as efficient—that is to say, the 
regiment will not draw the contingent grant 
for him, and the man himself will not draw 
his pay—if he is absent from camp more 
than two nights andone day. I quite admit 
that the general officer commanding the 
district has the power cf dealing with ex- 
ceptional cases, and that in the last few 
days an order has been issued by the 
Secretary of State extending that power 
to officers commanding regiments. But 
that did not exist at the time a good 


many regiments were out for training | 


this year. I was in great perplexity 
myself as to what to do. I hope the 
Secretary of State has not finally decided 
that this is the maximum amount of leave 
which a man can get during his eighteen 
days training. If so, I am afraid we 
shall lose some extremely valuable men 
who positively must get away at 
the end of the week to pay their 
employees and look to other important. 
matters of business. Men of this 
character have been the backbone of the 








own horse to the training and takes all 
reasonable care with it, but loses it owing 
to some illness contracted during the 
training, should receive no compensa- 
tion at all. That is the regulation 
at the present moment; unless the 
horse is injured or dies from some 


injury during the training the man 
gets no compensation. I hope the 


Government will adopt the Committee’s 
recommendation to deal more generously 
with the Yeomanry in regard to this 
matter. 

I also hope the noble Lord will make 
a definite statement of the intention of 
the Government with regard to the 
contingent grant. Last year there was 
a grant of £5, and the Committee recom- 
mended that there should be an annual 
grant of £5. Instead of adopting that, 
] understand the Government’s intention 
to be to give a regiment £5 in the first 
year of a recruit’s service and £3 in sub- 
sequent years. I should be glad to know 
definitely whether it is the intention of the 
Government to grant £5 in the first year, 
whatever may be the grant in subsequent 
years. I think the interests of the 
Yeomanry in regard to ranges should 
be borne in mind. Many of them have 
very great difficulty in obtaining ranges. 
Yeomanry regiments have not, I believe, 
appealed to the public for funds, but in 
many cases Volunteer regiments have 
done so, and, with the assistance of the 
public, have been able to secure ranges. 
The Government have obtained a grant 
from the taxpayers for the purpose of 
increasing the number of ranges, and 
I would venture to suggest that the 
Yeomanry have no less a claim than 
the Volunteers to the use of ranges 
on which public money is spent. Then 
there is the question of foreign-service 
yeomen. It was referred to us by the 
Secretary of State to consider whether 
any inducement should be offered to men 
to engage to serve abroad in case of 
national emergency, and, in such a case, 
whether a period of training with the 
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Regular force would be necessary. My 
right hon. friend the Secretary of State 
for War has not, so far as I can see in any 
of his speeches, made any reference to 
this subject. I have no wish to press the 
noble Lord as to what his intentions may 
be, but I should like to ask him to con- 
sider this. 

There are now returning, and have 
been returning for some months to this 
country, large numbers of officers of the 
Imperial Yeomanry who have gained 
valuable experience on active service in 
South Africa. I wish to know what 
is to become of those officers. It 
would be a very great pity if they 
disappeared altogether, and their ex- 
perience was lost altogether to the 
country. It would be a_ great 
advantage if they would accept commis- 
sions in the new Imperial Yeomanry 
force. I venture to suggest that these 
gentiemen have done most gallant service. 
They came forward at a most critical 
moment, sacrificing all domestic and 
business ties, and placed their services at 
the disposal of the country. There can 
be no doubt that their services have been 
of the utmost value to the Army. 


Organisation of 


Are the services of these gallant 
gentlemen to bear no record? I would 
ask my noble friend to consider 
whether it might not be possible 


to institute a Reserve of Yeomanry 
officers. By that means we should 
have at hand a certain number of gentle- 
men with practical experience, and at the 
same time the gallant services of these 
officers would be placed on record. 


*VisoounNT GALWAY: My Lords, asI 
have taken for several years the greatest 
interest in the Yeomanry, and had a seat 
on the Committee over which the noble 
Lord presided, I cordially join with him 
in thanking the Secretary of State for 
War for the concessions he has already 
made to the Yeomanry. I also heartily 
approve of the suggestions which the 
noble Lord has made. But there are one 
or two other points. I am sure it would 
be a great satisfaction to the commanding 
and other officers of the Yeomanry if the 
noble Lord who represents the War Office 
could say, as I believe is the case, that 
the Yeomanry school for officers is to be 
revived at Aldershot or elsewhere. I 
trust that the strength of the establish- 
ment of future Yeomanry regiments laid 
down in the recent Army Order will not 


Lord Harris. 
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be rigidly adhered to. If that standard is 
insisted on by the War Office, I am afraid 
some regiments will be very much d's- 
couraged by the threat of disbandment 
being always held over them, and even 
if the regiment is not up to full strength, 
it must be the object of the War Office 
to have as many men enrolled as possible, 
The number of officers connected with 
this proposed new establishment is most 
inadequate. In a regiment of 500 men it 
is only proposed that there should be four 
captains. In my own case I have six 
captains for three squadrons, but if, under 
this Order, the number of squadrons is 
increased to four, I shall have two more 
officers than I am entitled to. I hope 
that will be amended. As the Yeomanry 
have had little encouragement in the past 
I think some recognition might be given 
to those men who have stood by us so 
loyally—the men who have now become 
quartermasters or sergeants and without 
whom it is impossible for Yeomanry 
officers to get their troops full or to 
keep up the tone of their regiments. I 
would urge that this point, which is men- 
tioned in the Report of the Committee, 
should be seriously taken into considera- 
tion. 


the Yeomanry. 





*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Lord RaGLan): 
My Lords, my noble friend has put a 
number of questions to me on many 
points with regard to the present 
condition of the Yeomanry, and _ has 
asked how far we have carried out, or 
propose to carry out, the recommen- 
dations of the Committee over which be 
presided. My noble friend will have 
seen that the Government have not 
neglected the Report of his Committee. 
The Report has formed the groundwork 
of the somewhat comprehensive scheme 
of reorganisation that was laid down by 
the Army Order of last April, and we 
are now proceeding to the discussion of 
the details. Paragraph 4 of the Report 
of the Committee recommended that 
the retired officers of the Regular 
cavalry should be permitted to retire 
into the Yeomanry on retired pay on 
the same lines as officers are allowed to 
retire into the Militia. The noble Lord 
will see that by Army Order 137 of this 
year cavalry and infantry officers are per- 
mitted to earn ten years retired pay by 
serving ten years in the Yeomanry, the 
same as in the Militia. In regard to the 
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question of rifles and slings, I have 
already informed the House that experi- 
ments are being made with the new rifle, 
which, it is hoped, may be made shorter ; 
but the question of slings, etc., must 
depend on the pattern of rifle eventually 
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selected. As to the period of the train- | 
| this, again, is a matter which will have 


ing, it has been practically decided that it 
shall be a period of fourteen days, the 
men doing the musketry at some other 
time; and men who can_ produce 
satisfactory evidence that they cannot be 
spared for a full period of fourteen days 
will be exempted from staying out so long 
this year. As to the future, the repre- 
sentations of the Yeomanry colonels with 


regard to this matter will be carefully , 


considered. 

The provision of horses for those men 
in the Yeomanry who cannot provide 
their own is part of the whole question of 
remounts, which is being most carefully 
considered. It has been suggested by the 
Committee that horses should be supplied 
to the Yeomanry, on which the Govern- 
ment should have a lien for the purpose 


of remounting the Regular Army ; but | 


the objection to that is that there will 
still be two men who ought to be riding 
the same horse. The general question of 
remounts is now under the consideration 
of a Committee presided over by my noble 
friend Lord Stanley, and it is hoped they 
will soon come to a decision. 
definite suggestion that has been made is 
that there should be a grant of .£5 a year 


in respect of every yeoman who produces | 


his own horse, and that has been carried 
out. The question of compensation for 
horses which have been lost or have died 
during service is still under considera- 
tion. Though a very important detail, 
it is not part of the general question of 
reorganisation. It is not advisable that 
the yeoman in this matter should be put 
on a different footing from the Regular 
soldier. 


*Lorp HARRIS: But it is his own 
horse. 


*LorD RAGLAN : Officers in the Regu- 
lar Army have their own horses. With 
regard to the annual contingent grant, 
£5 is granted for the recruit for his first 
year, and this year the saddlery is provided 
for all recruits, and that is a very 
substantial advance on what has been 
hitherto done for the Yeomanry. With _ 
regard to the question of foreign service, | 


{9 JuLy 1901} 
‘which was dealt with in the Report of 


The only | 
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the noble Lord’s Committee, commanding 
officers see no great difficulty in the 
matter of allowing a certain number of 


| officers and men in their regiments to 


engage for foreign service under certain 
conditions and on certain terms. But 


to be carefully considered. As to rifle 
ranges, the use of all Government ranges 
has been given to Yeomanry regiments 
free of charge, subject to the ordinary 
condition that they shall make good 
damage beyond ordinary wear and tear. 
Reports have been made on the exact 
position of all Yeomanry regiments with 
regard to ranges, and I hope the question 


will be dealt with very shortly 
by the Rifle Range Committee 
of the War Office. I can assure 
the noble Lord that the War Office 


fully appreciate the great services which 
the officers of the Imperial Yeomany now 
returning from South Africa haverendered 
to the country. Beyond the commanding 
officers of Yeomanry who gave such valu- 
able assistance in this matter, there is 
one to whom I think much is due—the 
illustrious Duke who presided for so 
many years over the Army. The illus- 
trious Duke was a great friend to the 
Yeomanry force, and if it had not been 
for him I think it is quite possible that 
that force would have ceased to exist. I 
hope these officers will be absorbed in 
the new Imperial Yeomanry, in which 
there will be a number of commissions to 
fill; but as to allowing those who are 
unable to do so to go on the reserve of 


officers, that is a very large question. A 


Committee is to be appointed to con- 
sider the question of the reserve of officers, 
and I hope it may be possible to use these 
returned officers in some way in the 
Reserve. With regard to what fell from 
my noble friend Lord Galway as to the 
school of instruction for Yeomanry officers, 
the question is one affecting the training 
of the Auxiliary forces generally, and I 
trust it will be dealt with shortly. I 
hope that Yeomanry regiments will be 
able to recruit up to the maximum laid 
down, but if there is any difficulty in 
doing so in some regiments, perhaps some 
rearrangement of arrears will have the 
desired result. The noble Viscount has 
not, I think, noticed the Army Order 
which gives a certain number of majors 
and captains to each Yeomanry regiment. 
With regard to the recognition of the 
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services of quartermaster - sergeants, 
nothing has been decided at present, but 
I agree that they are worthy of every 
consideration. 


*THE EARL or WEMYSS: My Lords, 

I think there is a great danger of the 
constitution of the Yeomanry and the 
conditions of their service being changed, 
which I greatly regret. In the Enecy- 
clopedia Britannica, to which I referred 
this morning, I find that the Yeomanry 
are called Volunteer cavalry. What I 
fear is that their services will be rendered 
less voluntary, and that the men will not 
be free to come and go as in the past. 
Whatever is done, the Yeomanry should 
remain cavalry. I venture to think, 
with all respect to the noble Lord 
who has brought this question before 
the House, who is as distinguished 
a Yeoman as he is a_ cricketer, 
that it would a great mistake to alter the 
conditions of service of the Yeomanry. 
They have not only proved their effi- 
ciency, but have also shown that, pro- 
perly equipped and properly armed, they 
would be a very valuable force. I have 
in my hand a book entitled the “ Imperial 
Yeomanry,” and in it the services of the 
Imperial Yeomanry at the front are 
referred to, The writer says they did 
their duty manfully, nobly, and deserved 
all the praise they received; and he 
quotes a distinguished cavalry oftticer who 
said he would rather command a Yeo- 
manry regiment than an ordinary cavalry 
regiment. And why? “Because,” he 
said, “all the common sense has not been 
crushed out of them.” The tendency is 
to turn them into mounted infantry. I 
hope they will remain, what I see the 
Committee wish them to remain, Imperial | 
Yeomanry Cavalry. With regard to} 
what the noble Lord said as to the} 
carrying of the rifle, I cannot conceive a 
more god-forsaken way of doing so than 
by the loop. The rider’s right arm is 
absolutely paralysed by that method of 
carrying it, and when the horse jumps) 
the butt of the rifle jumps out of the | 
shallow bucket in which it is supposed to | 
rest. The most perfect way of carrying | 
the rifle is as it was carried by Colonel | 
Bowers, Hants Horse, in the sixties. 
Here is what the Encyclopedia says of 
this foree— 


“A novel and peculiar cavalry arm was 
introduced in 1860 by Colonel Bowers, then 


master of the Hambledon Hounds at Droz: | 


Lord Raglan. 
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ford, who trained members of the Hunt as a 
corps of mounted riflemen to occupy ground 
from point to point across country. When 
the number of hunting men in Great Britain 
is considered, all of whom would be ready 
to turn out thus equipped to harass the 
flank of an invader, beyond reach even of 
his cavalry, some estimate may be formed of 
the value of this contribution to the plan of 
defence.” 


the Yeomanry. 


I do not think we can do better than 
revive the form in which the Yeo- 
manry were originally raised, and from 
which they derived their name of the 
Hunter Horse. If that were done, and 


they were suitably equipped, large 
numbers of volunteers would come 


forward, and they would be a force such 
as no other country in the world could 
put into the field. They should, in the 
first instance, be better armed, and 
be able to act as infantry when occasion 
required. And so ought all our cavalry 
to be armed and equipped. What was 
the result of sending them to South 
Africa with that miserably antiquated 
pop-gun — the carbine? When they 
were attacking they were under the 
enemy's fire for 2,000 yards before 
they could get within range, the Boer 
rifles being sighted up to 3,000 yards 
and theirs only to 1,000 yards. I 
hope the Government will be cautious in 
dealing alike with the constitution, the 
the conditions of service, and the 
armament of this force. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (The Marquess of 
LANSDOWNE): I think the noble Lord 
who introduced this subject has every 


reason to be satisfied with the reception 


given to the Report of the Committee over 
which he presided. To a considerable 
number of the recommendations of that 
Committee effect has already been given. 
It is clear from the speech of my noble 
friend that upon the remaining points 
the military authorities have maintained 
an open mind, and are desirous, so far 
as possible, to give effect to the advice 
of the Committee. My noble friend ex- 
pressed the hope that the officers of the 
Imperial Yeomanry who have lately re- 
turned or who may be about to return 
from South Africa, having acquired very 
valuable military experience, will be con- 
sidered by the military authorities with a 
view to finding further employment for 
them. I speak without authority in the 
matter, but I feel convinced that officers 
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of whom that may be said will be con- 
sidered, and that so far as possible suit- 
able employment will be found for those 
who are qualified to undertake it. We 
have heard in this House a good deal as 
to apprehensions of a future dearth of 
recruits. I have certain apprehensions 
as to difficulty in connection with the 
supply of officers, and if the officers to 
whom my noble friend referred are com- 
petent for service we can scarcely doubt 
that room will be found for them. As to 
what fell from the noble Earl on the 
cross benches, I have only to say this, 
that I feel sure that in any such matters 
as the designation of the force and 
its old traditions there will be every 
desire to deal as tenderly as_ possible 
with it, As to changes in the con- 
ditions of service, it seems to me that 
some changes must be inevitable. We 
are, [ understand, to have a Bill dealing 
with the subject, and when that Bill 
comes before your Lordships, that surely 
will be the proper time to discuss the 
matter. But I do not think it unreason- 
able to lay down as a general principle 
that if the Yeomanry, or other Auxiliary 
forces, are to be given, as we propose to 
give them, a more important position in 
our military system, if they are to be 
recognised as part of those Army corps 
into which the Armv is to be organised 
in the future, if they are to cost the 
taxpayer of this country a very much 
larger sum than they have hitherto cost 
in pay, allowances, and equipment, it 
is only reasonable that we should insist 
upon their exhibiting that degree of 
etliciency which is necessary to fit them 
for their place in our military system. I 
do not believe that any Yeomanry 
officer will object to the increased 
sacrifice of time and attention which are 
necessary in order to secure that end. I 
wish to repeat what was said by my 
noble friend as to the debt which we 
owe to the Yeomanry and to the officers 
of the Yeomanry for the manner in which 
they came forward last year. I was at 
the War Office when the Imperial 
Yeomanry was called into existence, and 
I shall never forget the readiness with 
which the Yeomanry colonels, both those 
who were good enough to serve in 
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very great debt, and I am very glad to 


stand here and acknowledge it. 


THE UNITED IRISH LEAGUE—STATE 
OF COUNTY SLIGO. 

*Lorp CLONBROCK, who had the fol- 

lowing notice on the Paper—namely, “To 


call attention to the present state of the 


county of Sligo, as described in the 
recent judgment of the County Court 
Judge, and to ask what steps the Govern- 
ment, in view of the intimidation prac- 
tised by the United Irish League, there 
and in other parts of Irelard, are pre- 
pared to take for the prevention of illegal 
action ”—said: My Lords, in rising to 
put the question which stands in my 
name, I venture to express the hope that 
it will be clearly understood that I do 
not mean to impute to the Government 
that they are not fully alive to the impor- 
tance of the subject to which it refers. 
My sole object is to obtain some assur- 
ance which may tend to allay the very 
grave apprehensions which I am in a 
position to assure the House are enter- 
tained by peaceable and law-abiding 
persons in many parts of Ireland, in view 
of the attitude maintained by the United 
Trish League. My Lords, this League 
was originally started with the ostensible 
object of introducing some sort of unity 
into the counsels of the so - called 
Nationalist party, which was then rent 
and torn asunder by international dissen- 
sions. This was a perfectly legal, consti- 
tutional, and sensible proceeding, and no 
one, however much he disagreed with 
their opinions, could have objected to it, 
any more than he would to the efforts of 
any other party, in any other country, 
who might be striving to close their 
ranks, and present an unbroken front to 
their opponents. But in this particular 
case the originators of the movement were 





‘astute enough to see that the theoretical 


advantages of unity, combined with a 
somewhat nebulous political programme, 
would not offer a sufficient inducement to 
the Members of their shattered party, 
and that the rank and file would look for 
some more material and immediate gain. 


They judged that the instinct of greed 


connection with the Yeomanry Committee | 
at the War Office and those whose efforts | they might become possessors of other 
were directed to encouraging their men | people’s property, that the holders of 
in the country placed their services at the | larger grass farms would be in some way 
disposal of the public. We owe them a | or other expropriated, and that any one: 


would be a more potent incentive, and 


' therefore held out to them the fascinat- 


ing prospect that, by combining together, 








1 29) The United 


of the smaller farmers who wished, 
might get a slice of their land. There 
were thus two parts in 
gramme—the political and the agrarian 
one. The bait proved irresistible. and 
the party became, outwardly, at least, 
united. The political part succeeded, 
but the agrarian for some time hung fire. 
The holders of grass farms declined to 
accede to the polite requests addressed to 
them to surrender their farms, and held 
on to them, not, however, without serious 
misgivings as to the future. 

As, however, the League extended and 
consolidated itself, it became more 
peremptory in its demands, and finally 
adopted the tactics and methods of the 
Land League, of which it boasts itself to 
be the successor and imitator,and which I 
need not remind your Lordships was pro- 
claimed some years ago by the then 
Government as an illegal combination. Its 
activity has been chiefly manifested in 
the county of Sligo, although, as I pro- 
pose to show your Lordships, it is by no 
means confined to that locality. In this 
connection I cannot do better than read 
to the House the juagment of the county 
court judge, delivered last month in the 
case of a number of malicious injuries. 
His Honour, in giving judgment, said— 

“T sincerely hope that this county will not 
have a recurrence of this curse. 
having to inflict on the unfortunate ratepayers 
a large sum—over £2,000 altogether for the 
various claims—on account of these incendiary 
fires, for they are incendiary fires, neither more 
nor less. They are very properly called criminal 
injuries—they are crimes of a dangerous des- 
cription, and I have no hesitation in saying 
that the prime mover in these crimes is the 
United Irish League. I have the courage of 
my convictions, and I have no hesitation in 
saying that in this country there is ample and 
conclusive proof that there is a conspiracy of 
wrong, which, undera constitutional mask—the 


most dangerous of all descriptions—is intimidat- | 


ing persons, destroying property, and endeav- 
ouring to supplant the Government of the 
land. And I would be perfectly unworthy of 
my position if I did not openly say so. It is 
not part of my duty to read moral lectures or 
-say a word about the Executive Government. 
I merely say that I hope we will not hear that 
there is peace where there is no peace, and 
tranquility where there is no tranquility. 
Society in this county is in a dangerous state ; 
society is turned upside down, and illegality 
has taken the place of law. [ have no doubt 
in saying this case under consideration is a 
malicious injury—a crime, and a very serious 
crime. This man O’Connor bought a farm 
from a man named Gaffney, and then he was 


haled before this tribunal—the League—and | 


compelled to give it up. He paid £96 for it, 
Aesides the costs, and he only got back £87, 


Lord Clonbrack. 
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and that certainly is a very nice jurisdic- 
tion to have in the county of Sligo, usurping 
the law and laying down their costs. Then, in 
addition to that, O’Connor had an eleven 
months take, which was the very system 
denounced in the beginning by this illegal 
organisation in this country. He was made to 
give up that too. Soit comes to this, that a man 
can neither buy nor sell, nor fulfil the functions 
of his business, unless he knuckles down and 
obeys the League. That is an intolerable state 
' of things in my opinion.” 

The incendiary fires and other malicious 
injuries to which the learned judge 
'refers are the subjects of appeals, 
probably being heard at this moment by 
the judge of assize, and I shall therefore 
not go minutely into them. But there is 
a remarkable circumstance connected 
with one of the cases—that of Mr. Perdue 
—which I think justifies me in dwelling on 
it. Immediately after the fire the United 
Irish League passed a resolution practi- 
cally approving of it. Whatever then 
may be the fate of the appeal the League 
were at the time of the opinion that the 
fire was not accidental, and they ought to 
be good judges of the matter. Mr. 
Perdue bought a grouse mountain from 
the landlord under the Land Purchase 
Acts. The farm had been in the land- 
Jord’s hands and strictly preserved, and 
the tenants therefore had no claim to it 
whatever, either real or imaginary. 
Nevertheless, the following resolution was 
passed by the League— 

“ Resolved—That whereas the farm attached 
to the Kilmactigue rent office has been taken 
by bigotry and foul means from the tenants of 
Kilmactigue, and given toa stranger who has 
no right to the place, and even at a lower price 
than the tenants would have given, we hereby 
declare that we will put in force all the powers 
of the United Irish League to rescue this farm 
for the rightful owners, and warnall concerned 
that their conduct in future will be vigorously 
scrutinised. A. Carvey, Sec.” 
The heather was set on fire, all the 
mountain burned, and the game of course 
After the burning the 
following was passed— 

“Kilmactigue Branch.—The Committee felt 
satisfied at the progress made by the campaign 
against the usurper of the Kilmactigue farm, 
and they are determined to leave nothing 
undone until the farm is placed at the disposal 
of the rightful owners, as it is the only piece ot 
land on the property that could relieve some 
very congested parts.” 


| Mr. Perdue has also been most rigorously 
_boyeotted, and all shopkeepers warned 


not to supply him with even the neces- 
-saries of life. The secretary of the 
League admitted in court having done 
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this in one case. It has been so 
thoroughly carried out that a woman who 
used to supply him with eggs, and also 
was in the habit of sending milk to a 


local creamery, was told by the manager | 
of the creamery that he had received | 
orders from the executive of the League | 
not to take milk from her as long as she | 


continued to sell eggs to Mr. Perdue. 


Even a woman who had sold oranges to | 
his children on their way to school was | 


summoned before the League and 
cautioned not to do so again. Moreover, 
any of his neighbours who have refused to 
join in the persecution are also boycotted, 
and are even obliged to send their horses 
seven miles to be shod, as no smith 
in the neighbourhood dares to shoe 
them. 


This, my Lords, is a typical instance of | 
the tyranny exercised by the League. [| 


have mentioned the details to show not 


only the power of the League, but the | 


unscrupulous and lawless way in which it 
used its power. Armed with that power 
it not only usurps the functions of Govern- 
ment but intrudes into matters into which 
the most tyrannical Government recorded 
in history has not attempted to interfere. 
It holds regular courts, before which any 
man who takes a vacant farm has to 
appear, and show cause why he should not 
be declared a “grabber.” A recalcitrant 
grabber is forthwith boycotted, and it is 
lucky for him if he is not the victim of 
some even more serious outrage. Nor is 
this confined to land. It is not long since 
that it was proved, in the Court of the 
Vice-Chancellor, that a man who had 
purchased the stock-in-trade of a shop- 
keeper was denounced for grabbing the 
stock. Such isthe confusion of ideas in- 
duced by the teaching of the League that 
anyone who takes or holds anything 
which is coveted by someone else is pro- 
claimed to be a grabber. I will take an 
instance on the property of Colonel 
Cooper, His Majesty’s Lieutenant for 
Sligo. The case was the site of a 
labourer’s cottage. I may state to your 
Lordships that when Colonel Cooper 
finds that labourers’ cottages are wanting 
on his property, he builds them at his 
own expense. He has built a considerable 
number lately, and is now engaged in 
building others. He consequently refused 
to give the site for a labourer’s cottage to 
the District Council, and was therefore 
denounced at the Council for grabbing 
the site of the cottage—on his own 
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| property. Further, the League regulates 
the dealings of shop-keepers with their 
| customers as I have already shown, andthe 
relations of employers with those whom 
they employ. No man dare: to take a 
vacant situation, that of a herd, for 
instance, without the sanction of the 
League ; he will otherwise be denounced 
| for grabbing the situation. In the face of 
this grinding tyranny the leaders of the 
party prate about the crimelessness of 
the country, parade themselves as the 
saviours of society, and  enunciate 
sonorous platitudes about the force of 
public opinion, the right of free speech 
and of public meeting, and complain of 
any hindrance put in their way as a 
curtailment of their liberty. My Lords, 
the liberty which they claim is the liberty 
to oppress other people. As I have 
before stated, this state of things is not 
confined to the county of Sligo. In 
December last year winter assizes were 
held at Sligo, but for the whole province 
of Connaught. In his address to the 
Grand Jury Mr. Justice Kenny said :— 


“As regards the general state of the 
Connaught Winter Assize County it was a 
matter of much regret that he was unable to 
congratulate the Grand Jury upon it. It 
became his duty, as it was the duty of every 
assize judge, to make inquiries from the local 
authorities, and to find out if the calendar 
truly represented the conditions as regards the 
crime of the five counties. The reply he had 
received was far from being satisfactory. The 
officials had brought under his notice circum- 
stances which, if true, had shown that through- 
out the various districts of these counties an 
organised intimidation had sprung up, and had 
gradually, but rapidly, spread. It was most 
marked in Roscommon and in the eastern side 
of Galway He gathered that it was directed 
against the letting, sometimes of evicted land. 
but more frequently against the letting of 
grazing and meadow land—usually what was 
known as the eleven-months system. 

“He had been furnished with the particulars 
of at least forty-two cases of this kind since 
last summer assizes in which attempts had 
been made to enforce by intimidation the 
opposition to the letting of such lands. 
Eighteen of these cases were by letters and 
notices, threatening the takers of such lands 
and their workmen, and he had been informed 
that in many cases the intimidation had been 
effective, for the land had been given up and 
contracts abandoned. In one of these letters 
a bullet had been enclosed, and an intimation 
given to the recipient that he would be shot. 
A number of houses had been fired into, hay 
had been destroyed, and meadows had been 
spiked with consequent injury to the mowing 
machines. There had also been maiming of 
cattle. In one instance a cow’s eyes were blinded, 
and another cow had its ears cut off, but no 
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one had been made amenable for these | exists in Galway. I have heard from an 
crimes. Another feature was that, in a large | gjq friend of mine quite lately that, 


majority of cases, the injured parties refused 
to make any information. What did this 
mean? It meant that there was a combina- 
tion of no small weight and magnitude existing 
in their midst—a combination that enforced 
its mandates by criminal methods, preventing 
people who lived within the law, and who 
ought to be protected by the law, from doing 
what they hada right to do, and preventing 
them from earning their livelihood, which in 
many cases was but poor and scanty.” 

In my county I can mention an out- 
rage inflicted on a large farmer who 
holds a grass farm some distance from 
his residence. In the autumn of 1899 
three men came to him, saying they 
were deputed by the local branch of 
the United Irish League to ask him to 
surrender his farm. He said “If I sur- 
render my farm who will give me com- 
pensation!” They replied, “You will 
be all safe, and your stock too.” 


/In Cork, 
His» 


answer was, “If anything happens to my | 


stock, I shall know where the mischief 
comes from,” and he refused to surrender 
the farm, as well as to sign his assent to 
the conditions of the League. A few 
months ago twenty of the cattle on that 
farm were found with their tails eut— 
not, I am glad to say, hacked off in the 
brutal way that such things havebeendone, 
but with the hair stripped off close to the 
bone. Now, it is idle to suppose that this 
was the work of one or twc men. 
a considerable number of men to herd 
a lot of young cattle together into the 
corner of a field at night, and deliberately 
mutilate them. In another part of the 
county a large landlord has had all his 
grass farms surrendered to him, avowedly 
in consequence of the pressure of the 
League. The hay crops have been stuck 
over with iron spikes, and people have 
been forbidden to work for him. 
year a man who had previously held one 
of his farms and surrendered it, came to 
take it again. He advised him to think 


It takes | 


having had to dismiss a herd for gross 
misconduct, and on offering the place to 
another man, the latter, on learning that 
the herd had not left of his own accord, 
refused to take the place, although offered 
double wages. I hear the same thing 
from counties outside Connaught, in the 
province of Leinster. At Longford 
Quarter Sessions, in April last, the 
County Court Judge, addressing the 
Grand Jury, said— 

“Gentlemen, I am sorry to see by the reports 
of the Constabulary that the accursed system 
of boycotting is creeping into your county. 
Now, as Chairman of Quarter Sessions for the 
past eighteen years, I say as surely as the 
system of boycotting is introduced into your 
county, so surely shall crime follow in its foot- 
steps.” 
at the Middleton District 
Council, the lowest tender for a road was 
rejected on the ground that one of the 
sureties was a land grabber. At the 
county council the road was handed 


, over to the county surveyor, the chair- 


man warning the contractor to take care 
not to name a land grabber as a surety 
in future—the man in question having 
been pronounced to be one by the League. 
My Lords, the Government are, of course, 
well acquainted with the facts which I 
have laid before the House. They have 
assured us through the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant that they will use every 
effort to give protection to injured 
persons, and to bring offenders to justice. 
My Lords, we never doubted it. Such a 
primary, such an elementary duty is not 
likely to be neglected by any Government 
that is not prepared completely to abdi- 


cate its functions, and by those who now 


This | 


it over, warning him of the annoyance he | 


would receive from the League. 


it, saying his son would go to America if 
he had nothing to do in Ireland, and the 
agreement was signed. A few days 
later the 
give it up by the League. He went 
before the League begging to be allowed 
to hold it, if only to November, but per- 
mission was refused. 

The difficulty about dismissing herds, 
which I have before mentioned, also 


Lord Clonbrock. 


The normal and tranquil state of society. It 


father of the tenant, however, insisted on | 


tenant said he was forced to | 


hold office in Ireland I have no doubt it 
will be discharged with energy and 
ability. Such an assurance would be 
sufficient to inspire confidence among 
orderly and law-abiding persons in a 


might also have a reassuring effect where 
only such symptoms of agitation existed 
as might cause apprehensions as to the 
future. But, in a district where, to use 
the words of the learned judge which I 
have already quoted, “society is in a 
dangerous state, is turned upside down, 
and illegality has taken the place of law,” 
where the majority of the population are 
either so perverted by the teaching of 
the League as to approve of criminal and 
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lawless proceedings, or so terrorised as to | 
refuse to give information or evidence as | 
to their commission ; it is not sufficient. | 
The Government may protect the life of 
aman who is threatened, but they cannot 
save him from what makes his life intoler- 
able. They may protect him from 
personal violence, and to a certain extent 
his property from injury, but they cannot 
secure to him the means of existence. 
They may use their utmost efforts to 
enforce the law, but they cannot do so 
without evidence or information. And 
is it likely they will obtain either? 
Some men lately near Sligo were prose- 
cuted for intimidation, and the magistrates 
decided on binding them over to be of 
good behaviour, with the alternative of 
imprisonment. Some of them elected to 
go to prison, and the man whom they 
had intimidated was fined £5 by the 
League, the money to be used for the 
benefit of the prisoners. He had to pay 
the fine. 


My Lords, we have heard of the 
limited area in which this state of things 
exists. I would remind the House 
that the League boasts that it has 
spread over the greater part of Ire- 
land; that it is, as its name implies, 
united; and that its principles, its 
methods, and procedure are one and the 
same throughout. Nor has any disavowal 
been elsewhere expressed of its doings in 
the parts in which it has shown most | 
activity. It is, therefore, as a whole, re- 
sponsible for the lawless and unserupulous 
proceedings to which I have called atten- 
tion, and we must believe that it would 
be prepared to adopt them wherever they 
might be deemed expedient. Where in- 
timidation is thoroughly successful there 
is no occasion for outrages, and intimida- 
tion is everywhere prevalent. I would 
urge the Government, therefore, not to 
suffer themselves, or the public, to be 
hoodwinked by hypocritical and specious 
pretences of legality and constitutional | 


action, but to strike at the root of the | 


evil, to proclaim openly that the Irish 
United League, holding and disseminat- 
ing the principles of which it boasts, 
approving where it does not actually 
instigate criminal offences, interfering 
tyrannically in almost every relation of 
life, and exercising gross intimidation 


over the whole population, is an illega] | 


My Lords, I 


and immoral association. 


shall conclude my remarks by reading an 


{9 JuLy 1901} 
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extract from the Sligo Champion of the 
22nd of June: 


* Killoran Branch.—Mr. Pat M‘Hugh occu- 
pied the chair. After some subscriptions were 
received and the local business transacted, the 
following resolutions were passed unanimously. 
Proposed by Mr. Thomas M‘Carrick, and 
seconded by Matthew loley:—‘ That all the 
householders in the parish, without exception 
to class or creed, who shall not on this day 
fortnight, 30th June, be enrolled as members 


Trish League. 





| ofthis League, be considered eligible for the 


forty-foot pole medicine; that a black list of 
their names be posted up in some public place, 
in order that the others may know exactly 
those who are in need of the tonic, and that 
we close our subscription list on the above- 
mentioned date.’ Proposed by James Navin, 
andseconded,by JohnHarte :— ‘ That any person 
known to deal or otherwise communicate with 
Pat Haren be expelled from this branch and 
branded as a black sheep.’ We are informed 
that some of our local merchants have sinned 
in this direction. We trust it will not occur 
again. Mr. Michael Dolan, district councillor, 
came before the meeting to account for his 
action in reference to Michael Toolin. The case 
was fully gone into, with the result that the 
committee are not satisfied with the concessions 
Mr. Dolan is willing to give, but we expect that 
he will accede to the request which is asked, 
and that the matter will be amicably settled 
before next meeting, otherwise there zs only 
one alternative,and all whom wt concerns may 
be prepared to meet the consequences. He also 
gave specific reasons for being absent from last 
meeting of the district council, and was 
cautioned not to absent himself in future from 
a meeting of the kind.—M. M‘Hugh and 
P. Gallagher, secs.” 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR or IRE- 
LAND (Lord AsHBoURNE): My Lords, 
no one who listened to my noble friend, 
as he put his views so clearly,could avoid 
being very much impressed; and, of 
course, any one connected with Irish 
Government will recognise the subject 
as one entitled to the gravest considera- 
tion, and no one will desire to minimise 
the significance of the facts put forward. 
The legitimate object of my noble friend 
was to bring prominently before Parlia- 
ment and the country what he believed 
to be the state of affairs in that portion 
of the country he knows best, and to ask 
for an assurance from the Government 
that they are alive to the importance 
of the topics with which he dealt. 

*Lorp CLONBROCK : I never doubted 
that the Government were alive to the 
state of things. 

Lorp ASHBOURNE: I quite appre- 
ciate the moderate and reasonable way 
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in which my noble friend has presented 
his case, but I understood that the legiti- 
mate desire was to give the matter pub- 
licity and to have an assurance that the 
Government were conscious of its im- 
portance. Of course, it is to be borne 
in mind—and I am not seeking to impair 
the importance of the subject or minimise 
the significance of the facts brought under 
notice—it is to be understood what are 
the scope and dimensions of the evils pre- 
sented. My noble friend has dealt 


with a portion of Ireland he knows best, | 


and is therefore entitled to speak with 
considerable authority. But mainly hs 
observations have been directed to a 
small portion of the county of Sligo 
and a not very large portion of county 
Galway. To prevent misconception | 
will point out that what my noble friend 
said does not apply to the whole of Ireland 
or a substantial part of the country. 
They apply to a much narrower area. 
The matter was discussed a few evenings 
ago in another place, and the Chiet Secre- 
tary gave a number of statistics. I will 
not discuss the decision of Judge O’Con- 
nor Morris, because I have not seen a 
report of the case on appeal. The Chief 
Secretary pointed out in the other House 
that, in 1892, taking the whole of Ireland 
there were 405 agrarian outrages, or, 
excluding threatening letters, 230; in 
1898, the year in which the United Irish 
League came into existence, there were 
243 agrarian outrages, or 143 omitting 
threatening letters; and in 1900 281 
agrarian outrages, or, without threaten- 
ing letters, 140. Of the 143 agrarian 
outrages in 1898 it was said that twenty 
were traceable to the operations of local 
branches of the Irish National League, 
and in 1900 seventy-six were so traceable, 
or, leaving out threatening letters, thir- 
teen. In the five months of the present 
year fifty cases were traceable to the 
league, but only thirteen exclusive of 
threatening letters. 

Figures show there has been an increase 
of incendiary fires. This is a very 
dangerous and ruinous system to be 
introduced into any country, because 
crimes of that kind can be perpetrated 
by cowards with little prospect of being 
caught or of being compelled to pay 
the damages. Under the law, when it is 
proved that the fires are malicious, 


the damages are made a charge on the) 


Lord Ashbourne. 


{LORDS} 
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| ratepayers. Therefore this form of crime 
|is not only dangerous, but is to the last 
| degree calculated to bring home ruin 
|to those who live in the locality. In 
| 1898 there were nineteen cases of maim- 
ing cattle; in 1899, twenty-six ; in 1900, 
thirty-four ; but during the last five 
months there have only been four. 
That falling off, so far as it goes, is very 
satisfactory. Boycotting is a cruel form 
of persecution, and the noble Lord was 
quite right in giving a good deal of promi- 
nence to it. It is a form of persecution 
which must excite intense sympathy for 
those who are subjected to it. In 1898 
there were twelve boycotted persons ; 
in 1899, nineteen; in 1900, thirty- 
three. I have not the figures for the last 
five months, but they were stated by 
the Chiet Secretary the other evening. 
Of course this is a grave state of affairs, 
even in a small district, and it must 
occupy the attention of the Government. 
Certainly the matter is legitimately 
brought forward by my noble friend, and 
the Government are thoroughly alive 
to their duty in reference to all these 
matters, and are determined to perform 
and fulfil all the obligations cast upon 
them in the part of Ireland in reference 
to which my noble friend has spoken. 
Speaking in the House of Commons, on 
June 28, the Chief Secretary used these 
words— 

«All I can say is that if any person in 
Ireland feels that he needs protection, he shall, 
if necessary, have it. Such persons shall be 
protected by the police, any person who molests 
them will be prosecuted, and the whole power 
of the law will be used to defend the life, limbs, 
and liberty of any subject of the King in 
Ireland.” 


There could be no stronger words, and 
anyone who knows my hon. friend will 
readily admit that he would not use 
such language without meaning it. The 
noble Lord spoke of the action of the 
League in respect to grass lands. No 
doubt, many ukases and resolutions were 
passed against the form of tenure in 
vogue, which was declared to be illegiti- 
mate and unfair to the poor. People 
have a perfect right to argue about 
tenure ; but the League goes further, and 
threatens people. The Chief Secretary 
dealt with the topic, and pointed out 
that in the five counties where this tenure 
is most common—Mayo, Leitrim, Gal- 
way, Roscommon, and Sligo—there are 
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only eleven farms of this kind unlet 
owing to the influence of the local renters, 
while 225,000 acres are let. 

As to unstocked farms, 9 per cent. 
were unlet, but the figure is now reduced 
to 3°6 per cent., and pro tanto, that is 
hopeful. The language of the Chief 
Secretary the other night showed that 
he is fully alive to his responsibilities, 
and determined to do his duty. It is 
pointed out that because there is no 
crime that is no proof that there is no 
terrorism, but if people will not come 
forward and give evidence it makes it 
difficult to vindicate the law. The 
Government of Ireland is alive to this 
state of things, for the Chief Secretary 
has said that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to protect any man who wished to 
take the land, to anticipate the proba- 
bility of anv disturbances, and upon its 
own respon sibility to do what had already 
been done, and would be done again, if 
necessary—namely, where such crowds 
collect in order to advance the war upon 
one of these farms, to place police there, 
and to sav, “ Thus far you shall come, 
but no farther,”’ in order that men may 
be encouraged to pursue a legal vocation. 
Surely that lantuage is strong enough 
and unambiguous enough 2? Under these 
circumstances, IT trust that my noble 
friend will admit that the Government 
of Ireland is alive to its responsibilities 
and duties, and believe that it will do all 
in its power to ensure respect for the 
law, to protect those who need protection. 
and, where adequate evidence is forth- 
coming, prosecute in all proper cases. 


*THe Eart or MAYO: My Lords, in the 
few remarks which I shall make T shall 
not follow the noble and learned Lord all 
over Ireland, but will confine myself to 
county Sligo. The figures given by the 
noble and learned Lord have already been 
stated in the House of Commons, and 
there is no necessity for me to sav any- 
thing upon them. But I should like to 
‘all the noble Lord’s attention to the 
fact that more than a small portion of 
county Sligo is affected. TI suppose no 
stronger statement than that of Judge 
O’Connor Morris has ever been made by 
a judge before even in the worst times we 
have experienced in Ireland, and no 
matter what figures you quote you cannot 
show that the state of affairs is not as | 
represented by my noble friend Lord 
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Clonbrock. I should like to draw the 
attention of the House to the fact that 
Mr. John Redmond, the leader of the 
Nationalist party, stated in the House of 
Commons only the other day that— 
“the United Irish League was the successor of 
the Land League and the National League, 
that it had the same principles, and was 
working for the same objects.” 


The noble Lord who called attention to 
this question said something about the 
leaders of the party enunciating sonorous 
platitudes, but that is not a ** sonorous 
platitude.” This is not a new question. 
The executive Government in Ireland 
and those who live in Ireland know per- 
fectly well what has been going on. In 
Slizo the boycotting of grass farms is very 
bad indeed. It is also carried on in 
county Galway. Mr. Redmond and his 
colleagues do their business in a forcible 
man er, and their business is to grapple 
with the British lion in the shape of 
the Irish Executive. We who live in 
Ireland wish the British lion would 
scratch and bite a little. The Chief 
Secretary stated in the House of Com- 
mons that— 

“he did not wish to put the Crimes Act in 
foree, that the evil was confined to small areas 
in freland, and that he should indeed be per- 
verting that great instrument to which so 
much time was devoted in the troublesome 
days of 1887 if he were to use it for a purpose 
which could be accomplished by the ordinary 
law.” 


I agree with that, but the ordinary 
law ought to have been enforced long 
ago. I have received from a_ private 
gentleman in Ireland a letter which I 
will read to your Lordships. It is as 
follows, dated July, 1901— 


* Dear Mayo,—Thank you for your cheque 
for £27 9s. 4d.,to cover price and expense of 
sheep. It is well that you got all of them 
‘whole’ as they were ona ranch farm since—— 
that [am managing from 800 to 1,000 acres— 
a cousin’s property in Ballysadare; and the 
United Irish League have ordered off all the 
men who used to take eleven months’ grazing 
—no eviction or any such excuse. The League 
is now attempting to keep the labourers from 
working for anyone who is not a member. I 
cannot yet say whether this will be successful, 
but all the Protestant farmers are joining, as 
far as subscribing. They are doing so through 
absolute fear. I know of outrages on stocks 
not reported to the police for fear of advertising 
that the man is boycotted, and this is a very 
important fact. The condition of terrorism 
which the farmers are living under is therefore 
not known except locally. Mr. McHugh is a 
sort of dictator, and no paper beyond the Sligo 
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Champion and its type are read amongst the 
people. All the local meetings and transactions 
are reported in full. The chairman uses his 
position to hit all he has any animosity against 
and to levy a sort of blackmail. The police 
try to minimise the reign of terror which 
really exists, and the farmers assist them in 
the horror of being pilloried over the whole 
county, and that ‘worse may happen.’ The 
police know that the authorities want to make 
the least of it, and act accordingly.” 


I do not agree with the last paragraph of 
the letter, but it is what is generally 
said in Ireland. I quite believe that the 
Irish Executive are going to deal with 
this question, and I hope they will take 
it in hand in time. Inthe case of an incen- 
diary fire, the county court judge makes 
the damage a charge upon the particular 
district where the fire took place. That 
has had a good effect, but if this goes on 
it is very likely that, given money enough, 
in,say,fourteen days an organisation could 
be established to resist the payment of 
these rates, which would put the Govern- 
ment in a serious position. What we 
suffer from in Ireland is the fact that 
things have been allowed to come to a 
pass at which they should not have been 
allowed to come. 


Lorp CLONBROCK : I do not think 
the noble and learned Lord understood 
my argument. I never intended to 
convey the impression that I thought 
the Government would not use every 
possible effort to enforce the law. On 
the contrary, I said I was convinced that 
they would, but I pointed out that their 
efforts would be useless under the ordi- 
nary law for dealing with the state of 
terrorism which exists. Therefore I asked 
the Government to proclaim the League. 


Lorp HARLECH: My Lords, the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland gave the 
House some very interesting statistics, 
but they did not go very far in the 
direction of answering the question 
of my noble friend Lord Clonbrock. 
The noble Lord asked what steps the 
Government were taking to correct the 
awful state of things existing in the 
county of Sligo, but, so far as I could 
understand, there was no reply. To say, 
as the noble and learned Lord did, that 
only a small portion of the county is 


affected, is to minimise the position. I | 


happen, my Lords, to be a boycotted 


{LORDS 


| 
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Hill, which I have held in my own hands 
for thirty or forty years for the benefit 
of the tenants, so that they might have 
an opportunity of turning their cattle 
out to grass there at so much per head. 
This grazing farm was boycotted ; why, I 
have never heard. I suppose it was 
because I held it in my own hands. On 
finding that the farm was boycotted, my 
agent applied to a neighbouring gentle- 
man farmer—a justice of the peace, 
and asked him if he would take it. He 
readily accepted the farm, without 
knowing what the consequences would 
be. He was immediately boycotted. No 
one would sell to him or buy from him, 
and he could not even get his horses 
shod. This state of things has arisen 
gradually through neglect on the part 
of the Government. They are now, I 
am sure, fully awake to the necessity 
of acting, and I have no doubt vigorous 
measures will be taken, though the 
Lord Chancellor failed to describe what 
those measures would be. The action 
of the Government now is a very great 
contrast to the scandalous supineness of a 
year and a half or two years age, when 
we had a change of Chief Secretary. 


MILITIA—FUTURE ESTABLISHMENT. 

ViscountT HARDINGE: My Lords, 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether the Militia is to be 
kept up to the same strength and num- 
bers as before the war, or whether the 
establishment is in future to be only 
100,000 with a reserve in due time of 
50,000 men ; also, whether the deficit of 
Militia officers, which has now been 
reduced from 500 to 100, has been 
estimated by including the seconded 
officers. Ifthe answer of the noble Lord 
to the first part of my question should be 
in the affirmative, I should be glad 
if he would inform your Lordships why, 
when all the branches of His Majesty's 
service are to be augmented to consider- 
able strength, notably the Yeomanry, 
which is to be almost trebled, and to have 
the rates of pay greatly increased, it 
has not been deemed advisable to adopt 
measures to restore the Militia to its 
former establishment. 


LorD RAGLAN : My Lords, in answer 
to the first part of my noble friend’s 


owner. Iowna town land called Leitrim | question, I am able to say that we have 


The Earl of Mayo. 
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no intention whatever of reducing the | 
establishment of the Militia. 
contrary, 
recruit up to the present establishment, 
subject to the due maintenance of the 


proper physical standard. The estab-| 


lishment of the Mititia Reserve, as my | 
regarded a certain portion of the line 


noble friend’s question suggests, has been 
fixed at 50,000 at present, and is addi- 
tional to the present establishment of the 
active Militia. We hope that here, again, 
it will be possible to keep the Reserve 
up to its full establishment. With 


regard to the second part of the noble | 
in stating the other | 


Lord’s question, 
night that the deficit of Militia officers 
had been reduced to 100, I included the 
seconded officers in the strength. But 
they were equally included in the figures 
which I gave for 1899, so that there has 
been a net gain of over 450 officers in 
the two years. 
575 Militia officers seconded, but I should 


like to point out that large number | 
are serving with the Imperial Yeomanry } 


and with Regular battalions, and will be 
available for service with the Militia as 
soon as their services with the Regular 
Army can be dispensed with. 


TRIAL OF EARL RUSSELL. 
Third Report from the Select Com- 
mittee made, and to be printed, and to be 
considered on Friday next. (No. 157.) 
House adjourned at Ten minutes 
past Seven of the clock, to 


Thursday next, a quarter 
past Four of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, 9th July, 1901. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Order for consideration of the Bill, | 
as amended, read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That Standing Orders 223 nd 243, 
be suspended, and that the Bill be now 


read the third time.” —(Mr. Caldwell.) | 
| 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. 


{9 Juty 1901} 





On the} 
every effort will be made to! 


There are at present , 


point of order. 


| both branches, 
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motion. He had read the Bill through 
earefully, and could find in it nothing 
safeguarding passengers and merchan- 
dise against an increase of rates, and 
nothing as to the provision of increased 
facilities. It was proved by the course 
of the last debate on that Bill that, as 


intended to be annexed by the Belfast 
and Northern Counties Company, the 
facilities granted to the public were 
of the most meagre description. The 
course of railway legislation in this 
House was most extraordinary. Hon. 
Members were expected to agree to every- 
thing put forward by railway promoters, 
and it was deemed to be an abuse of the 
time of the House to ask for explanations 
as regarded the schemes of monopolist 
companies who practically controlled 
the trade and commerce of the Kingdom. 
He would refer to some of the provisions 
of the Bill—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot go into the merits 


of the Bill. 


Mr. FIELD: But surely I can go into 
the merits of the proposal to suspend the 
Standing Orders. Why is it proposed ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. 
has already asked that. 


Mr. FIELD: I wish to ask, are there 
any clauses in the Bill safeguarding 
the rights of the public, and I propose 
to read it. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have 


that would not be in order. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Asa 
Is not the proposal a 
double one, to suspend the Standing 
Orders and to read the Bill a third 
time ? Cannot the hon. Member discuss 
and is he not entitled 
to comment on the merits of the Bill 
‘on the latter part of the proposal ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is not 


Member 


said that 


now that the Bill be read a third time. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: But it is a joint 


motion. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: If there is any inten- 


Patrick) | tion to discuss the merits of the Bill it 
said he wanted some explanation of this | | can be done afterwards 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY: I submit that it 


is an abuse to put both proposals jointly. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire Mid) 
said the object of the proposal was to 
enable the Bill to go at once to the other 
House to be dealt with. It was not the 
fault of the promoters that it had come 
on so late in the session. The motion 
was a very usual one. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said there were very 
suspicious circumstances in connection 
with this case. and he could not blame 
his hon. friend for his action. It was 
remarkable that the Secretary to the 
Treasury, who was really responsible 
for the Bill, was not in attendance. 
When his predecessor in office, the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Preston, 
held the post, he gave a distinct pledge 
to the House in regard to this Bill, and he 
always carefully considered the represen- 
tations made to him. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Do I understand 
that the hon. Member is opposing the 
motion ? 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Yes, Sir. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Then it must go over 
till to-morrow. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Will it be possible 
to divide the motion into two parts to- 
morrow, and to separate the proposal 
for the suspension of Standing Orders 


from that for the Third Reading ? 


Mr. CALDWELL replied that he must 
follow the rules of the House in that 
matter. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is a trap. 

Bill to 


morrow. 


be read the third time to- 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
(By Orper.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed, 


“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 


said, in accordance with the notice which 


{COMMONS} 
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stood in his name upon the Paper, he 
begged to move the rejection of the Bill. 
As he understood the Bill, it was a 
measure the object of which was to 
substitute for a dock a new dock which 
it was intended to build, and to legalise 
certain agreements that had been entered 
into between the Harbour Board and 
Workman and Clark and Harland and 
Wolff, the two great shipbuilding firms 
of Belfast. His objection to the Bill was 
not based on any matter of detail, but 
upon the consideration that it was both 
unwise and unjust on the part of the 
House of Commons to confer additional 
powers upon the harbour board of 
Belfast. having regard to the constitution 
of that body, and he for one should refuse 
to confer those powers on them. Not 
only did the Bill propose to give the 
harbour board certain additional ex- 
tensive powers with reference to the 
construction of docks, but also powers to 
enter into new between them- 
selves and these two great shipbuilding 
yards, and, having regard to the cireum- 
stances connected with the control of 
those yards and the maintenance of law 
and order in them, he declined to sanction 
the proposals in the Bill. By the Belfast 
Harbour Act of 1883 the constitution of 
the board was settled, and he desired to 
call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the constitution of that board 
was most extraordinary. In the case of 
other ports of Lreland, as in the case of 
Cork harbour, the harbour commis- 
sioners were elected by the corporation, 
and the corporation was elected by a 
popular franchise of the people ; but in 
the case of the Belfast Harbour Board 
nothing of the kind existed. It was 
provided by the Act of 1883 that there 
should be a high property qualification 
for every commissioner and every 
member of the harbour board ; that he 
should either be the registered owner of 
a vessel of large tonnage or rated as an 
occupier of property to the value of £60 
a year, or that he must be possessed of 
real estate to the value of £200 a year. 
He believed in no instance in Ireland or 
in this country were any such property 
qualifications necessary for the election 
‘of a harbour board, and he could only 
say that the condition of boards consti- 
|tuted in this way was not such as to 
warrant the House in granting them 
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extended powers or in dealing with them 
in any way until their constitution was 
amended. But there was something 
bevond that ; there was the qualification 
for persons entitled to vote for these 
men. No one was entitled to vote unless 
he was the owner of a vessel of a certain 
tonnage, or was rated in respect to 
his house at the net value of £20 a year. 
At this moment the electorate which 
elected the Belfast Harbour Board con- 
sisted of 7,775 electors. That was to say, 
that in a city which had a population of 
340,000 people there were only some 
seven thousand odd people qualified to 
vote for the election of members of the 
harbour board. There was also a very 
objectionablesystem of cumulative voting. 
It was impossible for anybody who had 
had any experience of similar boards to 
have any confidence in a board so con- 
stituted, and it was upon that broad 
ground that he took a Second-Reading 
objection to this Bill. He did not see 
why the board should be constituted in 
that particular way, or why the franchise 
should be so restricted. Every citizen 
in Belfast had an interest in the proper 
management of the port of that great 
city. How had the system worked out ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will not be in order in discussing legis- 
lation relating to the constitution of the 
Belfast Harbour Board. That board 
is constituted by law, and there is nothing 
in this Bill which deals with the con- 
stitution of that board or its mode of 
election. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he was 
not suggesting legislation, and he was 
simply taking a Second-Reading objec- 
tion to the Bill, which he thought was a 
sound objection, namely, that he objected 
to the Bill because it gave extended 
powers to a board constituted in a par- 
ticular way. Perhaps he might be 
allowed to call attention to a case which 
was precisely similar, and which occurred 
in 1882. Strange to say, it was a Belfast 
Harbour Bill, in which there was no 
reference, either good, bad, or indifferent, 
to the constitution of the harbour board 
or to the franchise, but upon that Bill 
the late Mr. Biggar was permitted to 
move a resolution to the effect that it 


was inexpedient to grant such extensive 
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powers to any corporation elected with 
such a restricted franchise. That motion 
was allowed, and Mr. Biggar’s speech 
was mainly and specifically directed to 
that one objection which he had to the 
Second Reading. Mr. Biggar com- 
menced his speech by saying that his 
main objection was that the ratepayers 
had no opportunity of making their 
voice heard, and the consequence was 
that there was great dissatisfaction with 
regard to the conduct of the affairs of 
the harbour. Mr. Biggar went on 
to say that he would not argue the 
details, but would rest his objection upon 
the constitution of the board, and he 
was then permitted to move his resolu- 
tion, the terms of which he had already 
stated to the House. He (Mr. Redmond) 
most respectfully urged that, in view of 
that precedent, the view he was taking 
was not an unreasonable or a disorderly 
one, and probably he would be allowed 
to complete the brief observations he 
desired to make without transgressing 
the ruling of the Chair. As a reason 
for refusing the Second Reading of this 
Bill, giving extended powers to a 
board so constituted, he desired to point 
out how this board had been worked in 
the past. Surely that was a perfectly 
legitimate and proper argument to use. 
He wished to point out that the working 
of this board had been carried out on 
precisely the same lines as the Belfast 
Corporation, which was constituted and 
elected in the same manner. Up to a 
few years ago the Belfast Corporation 
was elected upon a high franchise, with 
the result that, although out of 340,000 
inhabitants there were about 90,000 
Catholics in the city of Belfast, no 
Catholic was ever elected a member of 
that corporation. Precisely the same 
state of things existed in reference to 
the harbour board. No Catholic, so 
far as he knew, had ever been elected 
to the board. He was aware that they 
had the power to co-opt members, and he 
believed that, as a matter of fact, they 
did once co-opt a Catholic under very 
peculiar circumstances. It was at the 
time when the Home Rule Bill was 
before the country, and this Catholic 
suddenly changed sides and became a 
Unionist, and he was at once elected 
a member of the harbour board. 
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That, however, was only the exception 
which proved the rule, and which showed 
the absurdity of the state of things 
which existed. The Catholics of Belfast 
were as interested in the port as any 
other members of the community. They 
had to pay their harbour dues, and it 
did seem at this time of the world’s 
history a ridiculous thing that a great 
public body could be carried on on the 
narrow and bigoted lines which the 
Belfast Board still pursued. No one 
who was a Catholic was employed by 
this board. About £10,000 a year was 
paid by the board in salaries to important 
officials, and, after making the best in- 
quiries he could, he was informed that a 
sum of about £200 a year was paid to 
the one or two Catholics who held minor 
positions, and he was further informed 
that the most responsible position given 
by this board to a Roman Catholic was 
that of a pilot. The Catholics of the 
whole of Ulster were concerned in the 
well-being of this great port, and it was 
a monstrous thing that they should be 
excluded from representation and em- 
ployment because of their religion. The 
harbour of Belfast was policed by the 
harbour police. He refused to have any 
responsibility for giving any Bill such as 
this to the harbour board, and for sanc- 
tioning this new lease to the shipbuilding 
yards, in view of the fact that the 
harbour police had never been able to 
preserve the peace in these shipbuilding 
yards. Every time the public peace had 
been disturbed the disturbance had 
always been focussed in the territory 
which was policed by this board. On 
all similar occasions when such Bills 
had come before the House the argument 
of the promoters was that it was a private 
Bill, dealing only with certain matters, 
and it was inconvenient if not out of 
order to discuss the larger topics. But 
he might be allowed to remind the House 
that there were numberless precedents, 
and notably the Rathear and Rath- 
mines Bill, on which Sir Charles Dilke 
objected to the Bill until a wider franchise 
was included, so that the township 
boards could be reformed. In 1886 a 
very similar case arose. There was a 
Bill before the House dealing with the 
Belfast Main Drainage, and on that Bill 
the House of Commons discussed the 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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| wider question of the representation and 
‘the franchise, and eventually these 
‘discussions bore their fruit. In the 
| Belfast Corporation Bill, in the London- 
derry Corporation Bill, and in the 1896 
| Dublin Corporation Bill, these wider 
questions were discussed. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That was done by 
‘general consent, and on that occasion 
I guarded myself by saying that it 
must not be regarded as a precedent. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND said he was not 
resting his point upon one case. He found 
that the Instruction which was moved by 
the hon. and learned Member for North 
Louth was unanimously agreed to, 
and that what the Speaker said was 
that it seemed to him somewhat doubtful 
whether the Instruction was in order or 
not. Mr. Healy said that if it had been 

' objected to he should like some further 
time to consider it in connection with 
the terms of the Bill; as, however, it 
appeared to be accepted by general con- 
sent he did not think it necessary to raise 
any objection. If he (Mr. Redmond) 
could not quote that as a precedent in his 
favour, certainly no one could quote it as a 
precedent against him, because it was a 
case where the Instruction was moved 
in accordance with four or five other 
precedents to which he had alluded. He 
was not mentioning these matters merely 
from the point of view of order—-because 
the question of order did not arise—he 
alluded to them rather on the question of 
convenience, because in every one of the 
cases to which he had made allusion the 
argument put forward by the promoters 
of the Bill was that it was an incon- 
venient thing on a private Bill dealing 
with one subject to introduce other 
topics. He had alluded to this precedent 

‘in order to show that that argument 
was never held good by the House of 
Commons, but that in every case from 
1882, when Mr. Biggar raised the ques- 
tion, down to 1896, every time as far as 
he knew—certainly according to the pre- 
cedents he had quoted—the question of 
inconvenience was put on one side by the 
House of Commons. The House recog- 
nised that where a great grievance was 
shown to exist it would not stand in the 
way of private Members endeavouring to 
seize any opportunity, on a private Bill 
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or otherwise, to remedy that grievance. 
He sincerely trusted the House of Com- 
mons would take a reasonable view of the 
matter. It was unreasonable—no man 
could say that it was reasonable—that 
the Belfast Harbour Board should be con- 
stituted and elected as it was. The Cor- 
poration of Belfast, which was in a similar 
position a few years ago, had been re- 
formed, and he could conceive of no 
reason why a similar reform should not 
be applied to the harbour board. He 
appealed to the House of Commons, 
therefore, to act in this matter fairly, 
and to seize this opportunity to reform 
this absurd and antiquated system 
under which the management of the 
port of Belfast had been carried on. 
For these reasons he begged to move 
that the Bill be read this day three 
months. . 


Amendment proposed— 


“*To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months,’”—(M>r. John Redmond.) 


(Juestion proposed, ‘“‘ That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said he could well 
understand that the House should 
regard a question of this kind as irregular, 
but when he had reminded hon. Members 
that it was only by so-called irregular 
discussions that they achieved any 
reforms in regard to these corporate 
authorities, he thought they should be a 
little more tender in regard to matters 
of this kind. It was the action of his 
late friend Mr. Biggar in 1882 which 
led to the Bill of 1883. In 1882, when 
Mr. Biggar moved in the matter, there 
were altogether only 900 electors for the 
water board in Belfast. Mr. Biggar 
had himself stood as a harbour com- 
missioner. As a consequence of Mr. 
Biggar’s action in 1882 the case was 
considered so gross that in 1883 a Bil 
was brought forward relating tothe fran- 
chise. He on a former occasion thought 
he carried the then Chief Secretary with 
him when he suggested that there should 
be as regarded all of the harbour authori- 
ties of Ireland a Select Committee to 
inquire into the franchise affecting 
them, and as to the manner in which 
they discharged their duties. 


Un- | 
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| doubtedly there was a very grave feeling 
| all over the country as to these harbour 
/commissioners in many parts of Ireland 
with respect to the way they managed 
their concerns, and that if there was a 
more popular body the burden of these 
harbour tolls could be more justly 


dealt with. He had _ constantly 
| noticed this feeling in connection 
with the Belfast Harbour Board 
great grants of land to Messrs. 


| Harland and Wolff and others. He 
was far from stating that the policy 
adopted had not led to the prosperity 
of the port and had not done a consider- 
able amount of good—but at the same 
time, when they found these things 


publicly ratified between the Board 
aud an important body of ship- 
builders like Messrs. Harland and 


Wolff, or like Messrs. Workman, an 
element of suspicion at once arose in 
one’s mind as to whether this was not 
in the nature of some pocket deal or 
small transaction which would not 
have been arrived at if the franchise 
upon which that body was elected was 
of a wider and more generous and 
democratic character. Take the Catholic 
ratepayer of Belfast. He has no more 
aecess to the Belfast Harbour Board 
than he has to the Privy Council of the 
Lord Lieutenant, and yet he saw great 
grants of land and great gifts being 
made by the harbour board practically 
of one to another. It was this system 
of gifting away the land of the people 
that led to the great reform in con- 
nection with the old corporations. These 
might be perfectly proper things, but 
the point was that the general body of 
the public had not the opportunity of 
passing judgment on the prosperity of 
these agreements. If he were a citizen 
of Belfast he would be absolutely ex- 
cluded from having any voice as to 
‘whether these gifts were proper or not. 
It would besaid no doubt by hon. Members 
opposite, “ Look how splendidly they 
manage the business, look how splendidly 
the harbour is managed, look at the 
magnificent members they return to 
‘the House of Commons.” If anybody 
would take the trouble to look up 
Hansard before the year 1832 he would 
‘find that these were precisely the argu- 
ments by which the rotten boroughs 
\ 
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were supported. Exactly the same argu- 
ments had been trotted out again and 
again wherever any attempt had been 
made to reform these corporations. 
He would ask the Government, who 
were responsible for law and order in 
Belfast, were they satisfied with the 
manner in which the harbour com- 
missioners discharged their duties? It 
was in the comparatively narrow area 
controlled by the Belfast harbour com- 
missioners that the whole focus ot 


disorder in that great city arose. They 
gave land to Messrs. Harland and 


Wolff, but had His Majesty the King 
ever been offered a site for the purpose 
of barracks? He thought it would be 
a very important thing if the Belfast 
harbour commissioners could be in- 
duced to give a site for those barracks. 
Had the Government approached them ? 
The policing of the harbour was 
most inadequate. There was _ that 
horrible case they all remembered 
when an unfortunate Catholic was 
flung into the water, and when 
drowning, instead of sending out a plank, 
the ruffians pelted him with iron nuts. 
That was done under the very eyes of the 
Belfast harbour commissioners, and the 
Government of the country from that 
day to the present had never raised a 
voice against the want of police pro- 
tection in that,part. It was a herrible 
case, and even the gentlemen who sat for 
Belfast were unable to defend it. But 
those who had an interest in the Catholics 
of Belfast were now asked to pass this 
Bill and give their sanction before the 
Government took the smallest pains to 
see that law and order were properly 
protected in the city. ‘I'he Government 
at this moment had sent forward a 
man for trial for riotous incitements. 
and yet they did not take the common 
primary step of insisting that the Belfast 
harbour commissioners should — erect 
police barracks onthisarea. Why, then, 
should they be asked to give their sanc- 
tion to the further doings of the board ? 
He must really decline to do so. He 
thought a very proper amendment 
would be to exclude commissioners from 
the board unless they had taken the oath 
against transubstantiation. That would 
be exactly the kind of amendment 
that the House would arrive at in 
measures of this kind, unless some reform 


Mr, T. M. Healy. 
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the Bill were now passed it must be done 
on the terms that a proper Bill was 
brought forward next year ; or, if the pro- 
moters were unable to promise that, he 
respectfully suggested that they were 
entitled to ask for a Select Committee 
to inquire into the general working and 
constitution of the harbour boards all 
over the country. 

Sir JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) 
said that of all the jokes that they had 
heard from the hon. and learned Member 
who had just sat down, the one he had 
introduced about transubstantiation was 
about the clumsiest to bring into a 
harbour Bill that he had ever heard. 
The Bill was a very simple one. It pro- 
posed to give extended powers to the 
harbour board in order that the industry 
which had so prospered in their midst 
might be rendered still more prosperous, 
and that Belfast might be equipped with 
better docks, in order to undertake more 
than the ordinary mercantile marine 
service, and might be able to undertake 
at least a portion of the service which 
they all looked to as likely to give oppor- 
tunities for the building of some portion 
of His Majesty’s Navy. ‘Tlie hon. Mem- 
ber who introduced the Bill said that the 
franchise was without a parallel. It 
was a little old he admitted ; he thought 
it dated from 1882. The most recent 
franchise passed by the House—namely, 
1898—related by the harbour of Dublin. 
That franchise was higher by a consider- 
able amount than the franchise of Belfast. 
The main objections in connection with 
the franchise were that Roman Catholics 
under a high franchise had no repre- 
sentation in connection with the Belfast 
harbour. In Dublin, where the Roman 
Catholics were in a majority and the 
Protestants in a minority, the high 
franchise had been preserved. It was 
quite apparent that the better sense of 
this House, at least, regulated the city of 
Dublin and its port. It had been stated 
by the hon. Member that the franchise 
for the Belfast Harbour Trust was most 
inadequate and illiberal. If the hon. 
Member had studied the franchises of 
other harbour trusts in the United 
Kingdom he would have found that in 
comparison that of Belfast was the more 
liberal. He would give the hon. Member 


those in the United Kingdom. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! Obser- | 


vations by the hon. Member as to the. 


franchise of other harbour authorities 
would be entirely beyond the scope of the 
discussion on this Bill. Hon. Members 
opposite have objected to the franchise in 
this Bill, and the hon. Member repudiated 
their observations; but to enter into a 
general discussion of harbour franchise 
would be, I think, entirely out of order. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT said he was 
merely trying to reply to the statements 
made, placing Belfast in the most un- 
enviable position compared with other 
harbour authorities, and accusing the 
Belfast authorities of bigotry. They had 
heard various statements made with 
regard to the harbour trust. They 
resolved themselves into two or three 
main points. The first was that Roman 
Catholics were not employed by the 
harbour trust. He could not speak of 
that. He presumed that the best man 
was taken on, and generally his experi- 
ence was that if Roman Catholics were 
capable of doing the work they got a fair 
share of it. [Cries of ** No” from the 
[rish Benches.] Of course, hon. Mem- 
bers might doubt it, and declare that it 
was not true, but he was quite prepared 
to say that the liberal employment of 
coman Catholics was as great in Belfast 
as the corresponding employment of 
Protestants in other parts of Ireland 
where Roman Catholics predominated. 
[Cries of “‘ Oh! ” from the Irish Benches. | 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): How many Catholics are employed 
by the Belfast Harbour Trust ? 


Str JAMES HASLETT said he would 
give the House figures relating to Belfast 
and other ports in Ireland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think that is open 
to the same objection. It is going into 
the general question of the employment 
of Roman Catholics and Protestants all 
over Ireland, which is out of order. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT said he would 
not pursue the matter further. 
regard to the policing of the harbour, 
hon. Members said there was no police 
protection within the shipbuilding yards 


in Belfast, and no provision for the pro- 
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‘do it. 


With | 
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tection of workers who might belong to 
different denominations. Did anyone in 
his senses imagine that the firms of 
Workman, Clark and Co. and Harland 
and Wolff, would tolerate the police in 
their works, or that any London mer- 
chant would allow policemen to go into 
his warehouses ! 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The police 
would force their way in if there was a 
riot. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: They forced 
their way into the House of Commons. 
[Cries of “* Order.’’] 


Sir JAMES HASLETT : Yes, I believe 
in the case of the Irish proceedings in the 
House of Commons hon. Members speak 
feelingly. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Sir JAMES HASLETT said the inter- 
ruption came from the other side, and he 
was merely replying to it. There were 
two classes of police employed in Belfast. 
There were the police employed by the 
Harbour Commissioners, whose duty it 
was primarily to watch the property 
within the harbour boundaries. He was 
not even sure that they had the power 
of arrest. Although occasionally persons 
had been arrested, he believed it was very 
questionable whether, as a matter of law, 
the harbour police had the power of 
arrest. But the main body in Belfast 
which protected life and property was the 
Royal frish Constabulary. They were 
responsible for peace and good order 
whether within the harbour boundaries 
or outside ; but when the harbour trust 
leased to private individuals or firms part 
of their property it became the private 
property of the lessees, and no policeman 
had the right to go upon it. With 
regard to what had been said by previous 
speakers about the recent riots, might he 
follow the subject ? He did not like to 
He held-——- 


*Mr. SPEAKER said that if the hon. 
Member wished to discuss the Belfast 
riots he certainly would be out of order. 


Str JAMES HASLETT said he would 
be sorry to pursue the matter further, 
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because he held much too sacred the 
employment of all classes and the pre- 
servation of the peace of the city, to do 


{COMMONS} 
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[course go before a Committee of the 
House, where the pros and cons would 


_be duly weighed and investigated. 


anything which might jeopardise that | 


employment or endanger that peace, or | 


render workmen in the same employ- 
ment antagonistic to each other. 
hoped the debate would be carried on on 
lines which would reflect credit, not only 


upon the House of Commons, but upon | 


Belfast. They were discussing a Bill 
dealing with the great industry which 
was the pride not only of Belfast, but, he 
believed, of the whole of Ireland, and the 
House was simply asked to entrust that 
industry to men elected by a franchise 
lower than that on which any other 
harbour authority in the kingdom was 
elected. [Cries of ‘No, no.”] He 
believed he was correct, and if he was not 
allowed to give statistics he would content 
himself with making that statement. 
Having done so, he trusted the House 
would render that duty which it owed 
to the great governing body which had 
largely contributed to the success of 
Belfast, and would remember that in- 
direct taxation, so far as the citizens of 
Belfast were concerned, had been equally 
balanced, that the support of the harbour 
was equalised between shipping and 
merchandise, a thing which had no 
parallel in the kingdom ; that of the 
income of the harbour one half was 
assessed upon ships and the other half 
upon goods ; that the imports of goods 
to Belfast ramified all over the west and 
north of Ireland ; and that the importers 
had a vote for the harbour commis- 
sioners. To put the franchise upon 
what was called popular lines would be 
an entire reversal of the policy which had 
been pursued throughout the length and 
breadth of the kingdom. The Bill was 
simply meant to extend the power of 
leasing by the harbour trust, which had 
done so much for the welfare of Belfast. 
Every citizen in Belfast knew what was 
going on, and had had due notice, and 
could have petitioned Parliament if he 
had thought fit. The measure really 
came before the House unopposed, except 
by those who were not representative of 
Belfast, and by the merest accident con- 
nected themselves with the city. He 
therefore asked that the voice of Belfast 


might be heard, and that the Bill should | 
be read a second time, and in the ordinary | 
\ 


Sir James Haslett. 


He! 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that the 
hon. Member who had just sat down 
did not seem to appreciate the manner 
in which legislation had been passed 
for Belfast in reference to private Bills. 
The Belfast main drainage franchise 
had been enjoyed long before similar 
franchises had been conceded in other 
towns in Ireland. There was a close 
connection between the franchises for 
the main drainage and the harbour 
trust. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT said that the 
Main Drainage Act directly affected 


the people ; this Bill did not. 


Mr. FLYNN said that that was the 
merest quibble. Shippers and importers 
were assessed for harbour and other dues, 
and every consumer was affected by 
these. That was an elementary pro- 
position, and everyone in Belfast and 
neighbourhood was directly interested 
in the concession of these large quantities 
of land. Would the firm of Workman, 
Clark and Co. or Harland and Wolff 
voluntarily surrender their present leases 
and all their present privileges unless 
it was to their advantage ! Certainly 
not. They could only raise this question 
on the Second Reading of the Bill. The 
hon. Member had talked about the citi- 
zens of Belfast not petitioning to be heard 

| against the Bill, but they would have had 
no locus standi. The hon. Gentleman 
knew that the people had no chance 
of having their views expressed in regard 
to these private Bills on town or harbour 
boards, and it was only in the House 
on the Second Reading of the Bills that 
their voice could be heard through the 
Irish representatives. That was done 
by Mr. Sexton in 1886, when he was 
Member for Belfast, and when he intro- 
duced a great municipal reform through 
the means of a private Bill. Similarly, 
the hon. Member for Waterford was 
endeavouring to secure a more repre- 
sentative harbour board for Belfast 
than was provided in this Bill. The 
hon. Member spoke of the lower franchise 
for the Belfast Harbour Board than for 
any other harbour board in the United 
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Kingdom, but in Cork the harbour 
was managed by the corporation, which 
was elected by the Parliamentary fran- 
chise. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot discuss the Cork 
Harbour Board on this Bill. 


Mr. FLYNN repeated that the only 
method by which traders could bring 
their grievances before the House was on 
the Second Reading of a Bill of this kind. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland) said that the irregular and 
indirect way in which such a question 
as this had to be raised was the least of 
the evils of the way in which Irish busi- 
ness was dealt with in the House. It was 
a matter of great humiliation to him 
and those who sat on those benches 
that they had to meet in this House with 
the bigottedness and narrowness of the 
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| 


religious and political views of their own | 
was quite time such a system was re- 


countrymen, but he appealed to the 
hon. Gentlemen who represented Ulster 


constituencies and the dominant political | 


and religious feeling of that part of the 
country to take this matter out of the 
hands of the Nationalist Members, and 
to take away from them the duty of 


coming time after time to the House of | 


Commons and asking it to force an Irish 
city to adopt the same broad spirit of 
tolerance and freedom with regard 
to these matters as existed in every other 
city of this great nation. 
—any body of English or Scotch Members, 
whatever their politics or creed—come to 
the House 
position to truly declare that a large 
section of the population of any city 
were debarred from all share in the 
government of the city or its ports 
because of their religious creed? Such a 
thing was not only incredible but abso- 
lutely impossible. One hon. Member 
for Belfast had made the statement that 
the harbour board in its dealings knew 
and made no distinctions as to the 
religious creed of those whom it em- 
ployed. The hon. Gentleman had great 
Parliamentary courage and deportment, 
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dishonoured custom—of the harbour 
board to find employment only for those 
of a particular creed ? 
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Sir JAMES HASLETT was under- 
stood to deny that statement. He could 
not say at that moment that he knew 
the religion of any of the employees of the 
harbour board. 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR said that the 
extraordinary thing about Ireland was 
that everybody knew the religion of 
everybody else, except hon. Gentlemen 
who sat on the opposite benches. Out of 
£10,000 given in salaries and wages, only 
£200 a year reached the pockets of 
Catholics. Such a result could not be 
accidental ; it could only be the outcome 
of deliberate religious exclusiveness. Was 
it not a disgrace to a city that a man 
whose religious creed was not that of the 
majority of the population should be 
unable to earn his livelihood there ? It 


moved. In the Bill before the House 
there were several agreements and con- 
tracts with the corporation. The history 
of contracts with corporations both in 
this country and in Ireland showed 
that contracts made under a restricted 
franchise required to be most carefully 
scrutinised and considered. The Corpor- 


'ation of Dublin at the present moment 


Could anyone | 


of Commons and be in a} 


was greatly embarrassed in its great 
undertakings by the fact that in the 
days of restricted franchise the money 
of its conservators had been voted away. 
When there were large contracts of this 
kind, by which fora certain length of time 


_ the property of the people was given away 


by a public body, that body ought to be 
representative of the whole city. <A 
contrast had been made between the 
qualification of the Belfast Harbour 
Board and other boards. To that he 
would not allude ; he would merely con- 
fine himself to the statement that the 
remarks of the hon. Gentleman were 
entirely misleading, and that if the hon. 
Gentleman took the trouble to look into 
the constitution of other boards he 


‘would find they were constituted on a 


but he would require all his courage , 


and Parliamentary deportment to make 
such a statement and ask the House to 
believe it. Did he not know the time- 
honoured custom—or rather the time- 


very different and much more demo- 
cratic basis. But is was not merely a 
question of the basis upon which they 
were constituted. Everybody knew that 
a harbour board in England would not 
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distribute its employment according to 
the politics and religion of its members, 
and he boldly stated that the Belfast 
Harbour Board had uniformly acted ina 
bigoted, narrow, and he might almost 
say in a medieval manner, and abused the 
control placed in their hands, and for 
that reason the Nationalist Members were 
entitled to ask the House to refuse 
them any further powers 
constitution was altered. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.) 
said he thought this was a very unfortu- 
nate method of raising the question. So 
far as the Bill was concerned, he thought 
it was not only a necessary, but a good 
Bill ; it proposed to do work that would 
tell in favour of Belfast, and he was 
perfectly sure that everything that had 
been done in connection with the Bill 
had been done in good faith. He was 
quite clear that the Belfast Harbour 
Board had done an enormous amount of 
good for the port of Belfast. Belfast was 
in some respects the most remarkable 
city in the United Kingdom. The popu- 
lation of Glasgow had increased eight 
times in the ten years from 1800 to 1891. 
Belfast had increased in population 
thirteen and a half times in the same 
period, and this prosperity was largely 
due to the way in which the harbour 
board controlled the port of Belfast. 
But he recollected a somewhat 
analogous to the one before the House 
when he first entered Parliament. Mr. 
Sexton, who then sat for West Belfast, 
and whom everybody who knew him 
would admit was not only an able repre- 
sentative, but an honour to the House, 
introduced a Bill to reform an analogous 
body. He listened to the arguments of 
Mr. Sexton, the whole of which were 
resisted by every Ulster representative, 
and he spoke and voted in favour of Mr. 
Sexton's proposals. It was needless to 
say what was thought of him for so 
doing—that went without saying—but 
he lived to see those proposals carried 
into law, and to see those proposals work 
for the benefit of the city, for the reason 
that the Catholic minority, though a 
small one, secured representation, and was 
able to plead its own cause, and all 
trouble in that respect had _ passed 
away. That was the case with the 
corporation of Belfast, and the same 


Mr. T. P. O'Connor. 


case 


{COMMONS} 


_ thing was pleaded for to-day in connection 


until their’ 
| Belfast there was a great community 
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with another body. It had been said 
that the harbour board was different to 
the corporation of Belfast, but what the 
House had to remember, and he hoped 
would remember, in dealing with the 
questions especially affecting Belfast, was 
that the question was not that things are 
different in Belfast to what they are in 
Liverpool—everything was different. In 


of between 90,000 and 100,000 in the 
midst of another great community 
double the number, and feeling was so 
bitter, and relationship so strained be- 
tween the two classes that unless the 
Government interfered there was no 
chance of the minority getting what 
all thoughtful people would endeavour 
to give them, an opportunity to plead 
their own cause. He was not prepared 
to vote against the Bill, but he thought, 
looking at all the circumstances of 
Belfast, those in control there should 
take the facts into consideration, and 


| pave the way for a moderate representa- 


tion of the minority. 


Mr. CREAN (Cork, S.E.) mentioned 
that he was a member of a similar har- 
bour board in the south of Ireland, in 
the city of Cork, which consisted of 
twenty-four members. Out of these, 
ten were Protestants, and the chief 
engineer, the harbour master and the 
auditor were also Protestants. He ob- 
jected to the Bill on a different ground 
altogether to that which was outlined 
by the bigotry and unjust treatment 
which the Catholics were receiving. 
One point which he might emphasise 
was that the harbour board and the 
police they employed had no _ power 
over the island, which was in the posses- 
sion of Harland and Wolff and Workman 
and Clark, and the reasonable demand 
which was made was that a police barrack 
should be made upon this island before 
permission was given for—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot urge the erection 
of police barracks on the island of the 
harbour board ; that does not arise on 
the Second Reading. 


Mr. CREAN: I object to the Bill 
being passed on the ground that it will 
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deprive the harbour board of the right 
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| except by appealing to those who did not 


of having these buildings upon the! represent them, except in sympathy. 


island. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
does not arise. The hon. Gentleman 
might as well argue that these powers 
should not be given unless a museum 
or some other public building were 
erected. 


Mr. CREAN submitted that if the 
House insisted upon not passing this Bill 
until permission was given to have a 
museum erected on the island they had 
a right to do so. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
argument must have some relevancy 
to the question before the House. 


Mr. CREAN said he thought that the 
acknowledgment of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite, who stated that the police had 
no control and that the Chief Secretary 
for Ireland would give no authority 
that the police in the city should act in 


Therefore the House should be very 
careful of the way in which they dealt 
'with this Bill; and until the Catholic 
minority in Belfast was treated fairly 
‘they should not give any greater powers 
‘to the harbour board. He thought the 
House had a right to stipulate the con- 
ditions under which the Belfast Harbour 
‘Board should carry out the proposals 
which they had set forth in this Bill. 


Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour) said he recognised the _ broad- 
mindedness and fairness of the hon. 
Member for North Belfast. They would 
like that he and those who had influence 
in Ulster should endeavour to address 
their minds to the present unfortunate 
condition of things which animated these 
discussions time after time in the House 
of Commons. To his mind the remedy was 
to be sought for not so much in altera- 
tion of the franchise as in the redistri- 
bution of seats, even with regard to the 
existing franchise. It was quite right, 





that city as in any other city in the due as had been said, that the franchise in 
performance of their functions, justified Belfast was lower than in Dublin and 
them in asking that this Bill should be | come other ports, but in the city of Dublin 
rejected. He did not think they should their body represented the ‘mercantile 
give the board and their committee, community, the shipping interests, and 
who traded for their own benefit, priority the corporation. The mercantile com- 
in the performance of their privileges. jyunity returned Protestants and Catho- 
They must give some elective power to Jies alike; the shipping people made 
the people who would have to pay the their selection altogether irrespective 
costs of the board. The harbour board of ereed. and in shin hill of the Dublin 
said their dues were on the ships coming Corporation there were some Catholics 
in; but he contended that all that money and some Protestants, with the present 
would have to be paid by the consumer. result that the Chairman was Catholic 
in the long run, because if these boats and the vice-chairman Protestant. No 
brought commodities into the port of difficulty arose. because the people recog- 
Belfast for distribution in the district, nised that the question ot religious differ- 
the people who consumed those com-. ences ought not to crop up where com- 
modities would have to pay the dues mercial interests were concerned. What 
upon them. He submitted that, having they contended was that if there was 
regard to all the circumstances, and religious rancour in the city of Belfast 
looking at the fact that the number of | jin regard to the harbour board, there 
men affected was 100,000, the House of | would also be some rancour in regard to 
Commons would not only not grant new their business relations. It so happened 
powers but that they would not tolerate that in the franchise which they had 
the exclusive system upon which the | it was the combined vote extending over 
board at present worked. The House | the whole city which gave into the hands 
had had to interfere in a similar} of the majority the entire selection of the 
matter in the case of the Belfast | candidates. but by a redistribution of the 
Corporation. The minority in this | city wards the remedy was to be found. 
case had no chance of raising their| It was the duty of the hon. Member for 
voices or making themselves heard| North Belfast, and the duty of those 
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responsible for their city, to see that 
some remedy should be devised by which 


they could show the world that those who | 


differed from the majority in religion or 
politics should still have fair play. The 
House would look to the Member for 
North Belfast and the promoters of the 
Bill to make it possible that there 
should be such safe-guards. 


Tue SECRETARY to THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ARNOLD-ForsteR, Belfast, 
W.) said he should like to say a few words 
on behalf of his constituency. As the 
House had been reminded, there was 
a great difference in regard to many 
things between England and Ireland, 
but there was one class of matters which 
might with advantage be dealt with 
in the same way in both countries— 
namely, commercial matters. When the 
House was face to face with a question of 
this kind, dealing with a great harbour, 
with an immenseand prosperous business, 
surely the religious element might be 
left on one side. It had not been alleged 
that there was any gross mismanage- 
ment in connection with the harbour 
at Belfast. On the contrary, the pros- 
perity of Belfast had been astounding. 
The House was now asked to take an 


absolutely exceptional course with regard | 
to an unopposed Bill, not on the ground | 
of any maladministration, or to advance | 


the prosperity of Belfast, but in the hope 
that by penalising the city in this way 
Belfast might be induced to give a certain 
amount of employment to another class. 
It was an entire mistake to suppose that 
there was any desire to prevent Roman 
Catholics going on the board. 
Roman Catholic with a £20 rating, or 
owning twenty tons of shipping, could 
go on the board in the same way as 
anybody else. 


Mr. FIELD contended that the fran- | 
chise all round of harbours required | 
amendment. When the original Bills 
were passed there was not the same 
feeling with regard to representative 
authorities as now existed. The taxation | 
which enabled the port and dock boards | 
to exist was practically levied on the | 
community at large, and therefore all | 
should have a voice in the election of | 
those bodies. The time had arrived | 
when the whole question should be recon. | 


Mr. Harrington. 


| 
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Any | 


| persist. 
lease put forward by the hon. Member 
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| sidered. A beginning must be made 
| . 
| somewhere, and as Belfast claimed to be 
8 reforming city, the beginning might 
| very well be made there. He agreed, 
| however, with the main purport of the 
| Bill with regard to giving increased 
| powers to the board, because the ship- 
| building industry could not go on unless 
| long leases were given of the shipbuilding 
| yards. But it was a dangerous thing to 
| allow a harbour board elected by a small 
| minority of citizens to enter into con- 
| tracts with companies practically of the 
| same political faith and way of thinking 
}as themselves. The boards ought to 
z 
| be elected on a popular franchise, the 
| Same as a corporation or any other repre- 
|sentative institution. There was no 
| difference in the principle of the matter 
4 ’ 
and, therefore, he should support the 
| Amendment. 





| 

Mr. JOYCE (Limerick) said it was not 
'a fact, as had been stated in the debate, 
| that the harbour franchise in Belfast was 
‘lower than in any other part of Ireland. 
| The hon. Member was proceeding to refer 
} in detail to Limerick, when—— 


Mr. SPEAKER ruled that the mode of 
election in individual places could not be 
discussed. 


| Mr. JOYCE said his object was to 
| point out that in the south of Ireland 
/many of these posts were held by Pro- 
| testants. 


Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is persisting in disregarding my ruling. 
If he continues to do so I shall have to 
name him. 


| Mr. JOYCE said he had no desire to 
He could only claim that the 
for Waterford had not been in any sense 
answered. 


Mr. HAVILAND-BURKE (King’s 
County, Tullamore) said he, too, wished 
to enter a strenuous protest against the 
assumption of the hon. Member for 
West Belfast that anybody not directly 
connected with that city, or representing 
one of its Parliamentary Divisions, was out 
of court in calling attention to matters 
of vital concern to the Catholic population, 
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who represented something like one- 
third of the total community. 


{9 Juty 1901} 


The | 


Catholics of Belfast were entitled to have | 


their grievances voiced by their fellow- 
religionists and _ political sympathisers 
in the House. This was an extremely 
far-reaching Bill, but he claimed that 
when the harbour commissioners came 
to Parliament for an extension of their 
powers, hon. Members were entitled to 
ask whether they had shown them- 
selves worthy custodians of the powers 
they already had. On a recent occasion 
the Chief Secretary made the pitiful 
confession that the harbour police were 
a mere fiction, and that the ordinary 
police could not patrol the harbour 
regions without the protection of the 
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in fact declared that the ordinary police 
had no right to enter works which 
had been so splendidly developed under 
the management of Messrs. Harland and 
Wolff ; but he would like to know if the 
same principle applied in the south and 
west of Ireland, where, when a meeting 
in a friendly farmer’s back yard orparlour 
was objected to by some local bumble, 
private premises to his knowledge had 
been raided. He objected to the doctrine 
that no policeman had a right to set his 
foot in those works. That region was 
periodically mad with an orgie of cruelty 
and murder, absolutely unrestrained, 
and at intervals Catholics could only go 
there at the risk of life or limb. ; 
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Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale, Sir Joseph C. 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Doringtun, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford,SirWilliam Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence,Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 

| Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidsto’e 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes,Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson,Rt Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 

' Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick Wm. 
FitzGerald,SirRobertPenrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edw. Algernon 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, PhilipS.(WarwickSW. 

| Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cy.ofLond. 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, Hn.J.E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, Maj Evans-(T’rH’mle’s 
Gore, HnGRCOrmsby-(Salop) 
Gore, Hn. 8S. F. Ormsby-(Line. 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


House 
(Division List No. 318.) 


Question put. 


divided : -- Ayes, 228 ; 


Greene,SirE W(B’ry SEdm’nds 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Harris, Frederick Leverton 
Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Helder, Augustus 

Helme, Norval Watson 

Hill, Arthur 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampst’d) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Hy. (Somerset, E.) 
Horner, Frederiek Wm. 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard,John(Kent, Faversh. ) 
Howard,.J.(Midd., Tottenham 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jessel, Captain Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 

Kimber, Henry 

Laurie, Lieut. General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool 
Lawson, John Grant 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter(Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W.{ Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter( Bristol,S 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. Jas. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Col. Francis (Lowestoft) 
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Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont,Col. H.L. B(Cambs 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. John William 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, John Throgm’rtn 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred( Monn’ thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A(Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J.(Coyentry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Parker, Gilbert 

Peel, Hn Wm. Robert Wellesley 


Abraham, William(Cork, N.E. 
Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) 
Allen,CharlesP(Glouc. Stroud 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, Sir John 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Bell, Richard 

Bignold, Arthur 

Black, Alexander Wm. 
Blake, Edward 

Boland, John 

Boyle, James 

Brand, Hon. Arthur G. 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burke, E. Haviland- 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, Wm. Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Craig; Robert Hunter 

Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John Wm. 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dewar,John A.(Inverness-sh. ) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duffy, William J. 

Dunean, J. Hastings 
Edwards Frank 

Elibank, Master of 


' MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 


{COMMONS} 


Pemberton, John S. G. 
Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert Wm. 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Pym, C. Guy 

tandles, John S. 

Rea, Russell 

teid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
tenwick, George | 
Ridley, HonM. W.(Stalybr'dge | 
Ridley,S. Forde(BethnalGreen | 
tobertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
tussell, T. W. 

tutherford, John 
Sackville,Col. 8S. G. Stopford- | 
Sadler,Col.Samuel Alexander | 
Seely, Charles H. (Lincoln) | 
Seely, Capt.J.E. B(Isleof Wi’ ht 
Sharpe, Wm. Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 


NOES. 


Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

F french, Peter 

Field, William 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flyon, James Christopher 
Foster,Sir Walter (Derby Co. ) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hon.Sir Arthur D, 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hobhouse,C. E. H.(Bristol, E.) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Joyce, Michael 

Labouchere, Henry 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJosephF.(Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Levy, Maurice 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 


| Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 


MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift ' 


| Pirie, 


Harbour Bill. 1340 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks. ) 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest( W. Bromwich 
Stanley,Edw. Jas, (Somerset) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stoue, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, Jovn 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Vincent,Col.SirC EH (Sheffield 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walrond, Rt. Hn.Sir WilliamH 


| Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Wason,JohnCatheart(Orkney 
Webb, Colonel Wim. George 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taun’n 
Welby,SirCharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson,J.W.( Worcestersh.,N. 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt.Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir James Haslett and Mr. 
John Gordon. 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Govern, T 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 

Mansfield, Horace Rendall 

Mather, William 

Mooney, John J. 

Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen 

Morton, Edw. J.C.(Devonport) 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 

Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 

Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

O’Brien, K. (Tipperary, Mid) 

O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 

O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 

O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 

O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 

O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’Dowd, John 

O’ Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O'Kelly, Jas. (Roscommon, N. 

O'Malley, William 

O’ Mara, James 

O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 

Palmer, Chas. M. (Durham) 

Partington, Oswald 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 

Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durham 

Aarmy 7 John Wynford 
Junean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
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Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reid, Sirk. Threshie( Dumfries 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 

Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Chas. Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Soares, Ernest J. 


Spencer,Rt. Hn 


Sullivan, Dona 
Tully, Jasper 
| Wason,Eugene 
White, George 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 
REDMOND: I now 


Mr. JOHN 


propose to move the motion standing in | 


my name, referring the Belfast Harbour 
Bill to a Select Committee of nine Mem- 
hers, five to be nominated by the House, 
and four by the Committee of Selection. 
I do not think it is necessary to trouble 
the House with many words in making 
this proposal. The Belfast Corporation 
Bill was before this House in the year 
1896, and it was referred to such a 
Committee. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think this 


motion is accepted. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT : I object. 
| 


Mr. SPEAKER: It must go over| 


until to-morrow unless it is agreed to. | 
| 
have 


Does 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I 
also an Instruction on the Paper. 
the same ruling apply to that ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: 


Yes, because it does | 
not stand in the Paper “ by order. | 


” 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Has 


my | 
Instruction also been objected to ? | 


Mr. SPEAKER: The time has not | 


yet arrived for moving it. 


Bill committed. 


{9 JuLy 1901} 


Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 
Taylor, Theodore Cooke 


Thomas,A bel(Carmarthen,E. ) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 


| 


Business. 1342 


Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson,Chas. Henry(Hull, W. 
] Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T. Huddersfd 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


CR(Northants. 


Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Warner, ThomasCourtenayT. 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 


(Clackmannan Captain Donelan. 


(Norfolk) 


{the Lords, and referred on the First 
| Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
'which are applicable thereto have been 
| complied with, namely :— 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 12) Bill [Lords]. 
Pier and Harbour Provisional Orders 
(No.) 3 Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


| time to-morrow. 


LLANDRINDOD WELLS URBAN DIS- 
TRICT COUNCIL WATER BILL. 


Lords’ considered, and 
| agreed to. 


Amendments 


BRISTOL CORPORATION CEMETERY 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 


KING’S NORTON AND NORTHFIELD 
URBAN DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
{Lords}. 

Read the third time, and passed, with 

Amendments. 

SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 

(By Orper.) 


As amended, considered; to be read 


| the third time. 


DERBY CORPORATION BILL. 


Ordered, That, in the case of the Derby 
Corporation Bill, Standing Orders 84, 


| 214, and 239 be suspended, and that the 
| Bill be now taken into consideration, 
| provided amended 


prints shall have 


| been previously deposited.—(Mr. Cald- 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS [Lords] | 
(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE | 
THERETO COMPLIED WITH). | 

“Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | 

case of the following Bills, originating in | 


VOL. XCVI. [FourTH SERIES. | 


well.) 

Bill accordingly considered as amended. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 223 
and 243 be suspended, and that the Bill 
be now read the third time.—(Mr. 
Caldwell.)i 

3C 
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Bill accordingly read the third time, | 


and passed. 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out amendment. 


DUNDEE CORPORATION ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 


[Unper Section 7, Sup-Section (2), OF THE 

Private Lecistation ProcepurE (ScoTLAND) 

Act, 1899.] 

Considered ; to be read the third time 
to-morrow. 


AYR COUNTY BUILDINGS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILU [Lords], 
[Unprer Section 9, Sup-SecTION (4), OF THE 
Private Lecistation Procepure’ (Scortanp) 
Act, 1899.] 

Considered ; to be read the third time 
to-morrow. 
AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 

As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time to-morrow. 


PIER 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. (By Orper.) 
Order for consideration read, and dis- 
charged. 


Ordered, That the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills do examine the 
Bill with respect to compliance with the 
Standing Orders relative to Private Bills, 
and that the Examiners have leave to sit 
and proceed forthwith.—(The Chairman 
of Ways and Means.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL [Lords]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL [Lords]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL [Lords]. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [Lords]. 
WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lords]. 

WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


{COMMONS} 


| Urban District 


‘tion Tramway, 


Business. 1344 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP K). 

Mr. Heywoop JOHNSTONE reported 
from the Committee on Group K of 
Private Bills, That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Thursday, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to, Winsford 
Urban District (Gas Transfer, ete.) Bill, 
London County County (Money) Bill, 
without Amendment. 

Bexley Tramways Bill, with Amend- 
ments. 

That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
‘© An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Tramways Act, 1870, relating 
to Ashton-under-Lyne Corporation Tram- 
ways, Denton Urban District Council 
Tramways, Devonport Corporation 
Tramway, Liverpool Corporation Tram- 
ways Extensions, Northampton Cor- 
poration Tramways, -and Pontypridd 
Council ‘Tramways. 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 1) 
Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill, intituled, An Act to con 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the Tramways 
Act, 1870, relating to Cheriton Urban 
District Council Tramways, Colchester 
Corporation Tramways, Hyde Corpora- 
Littleborough Urban 
District Council Tramways, and Middle- 


‘ton and Chadderton [Local Authorities] 


Tramway.” Tramway Orders Con- 


firmation (No. 3) Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill, intituled, ‘‘ An Act to 
confirm certain Provisional Orders made 
by the Board of Trade, under the Tram 
ways Act, 1870, relating to Coatbridge 
Tramways, Folkestone Corporation Trams 
ways, Glossop Electric Tramways, Hope 
man Tramway, Weston-super-Mare Tram 
ways, and West Riding Tramways.” 
Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 4) 
| Bill [Lords]. 

TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 257.] 
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TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | Animals (Amendment) Order of 1901 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. (No. 2) [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 

Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


and to be printed. [Bill 258.] FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 


Copy presented, of Nineteenth Annual 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION Report of the Fishery Board for Scot- 
(No. 4) BILL [Lords]. land, being for the year 1900, Part IT. 


Read the first time; referred to the [by command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, | 


. Ba atid 
and to be printed. [Bill 259.} | KING'S SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINATION. 
sci | Return presented, relative thereto 
4 : i[ordered 25th June; Mr. Llewellyn]; 
PETITIONS. to lie upon the Table. 
od | 


COMPENSATION FOR DAMAGE TO) . IE PTRE 
CROPS, ETC, BILL. | TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


Petition from Kincardineshire, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


te Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
“| Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2653 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) | Z#ble. 
BI 


LL. 
— a . PATRIOTIC FUND. 
Petitions in favour, from Okehampton ; 
Wellingborough ; Loughborough ; and 
Cardiff ; to lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Thirty-ninth Re- 
port of the Royal Commissioners [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (HIGHER 
GRADE AND EVENING CONTINUA- | PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACT. 


ah egrmmes 1879 AND 1884. 
, a ae gpa — Address for “ Return showing the 
TE 5 Se ae: Se See 'working of the Regulations made in 


886 for carrying | Pitatanase : 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO be j for ¢ oe the Prosecution ot 
CHILDREN BILL. Jtfences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with 
Petition from Sunderland, against; T@UStes Setting forth the number, 
: ™ nature, cost, and results of the proceed- 
to lie upon the Table. eg oe The ; 

i : y ings instituted by the Director in accord- 
Petitions in favour, from North ance with those Regulations from the 
Wootton ; Moseley ; Ashford (Kent) ; 1st day of January, 1900, to the 31st 
and Pye Hill; to lie upon the Table. ‘day of December, 1900 (in continuation 
: “ . of Parliamentary Paper, No. 251, of 

SOVEREIGN’S oat ON ACCESSION | Session 1900).""—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 
Petitions against, from Preston; and | 


Rochester ; to lie upon the Table. | LOCAL TAXATION (ENGLAND) 
| 


| gon 1900-1. 

= ' Return ordered, “‘ showing, in respect 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. | of the financial year ended the 31st day 
of March, 1901, the distribution of the 
ete | proceeds of the Local Taxation Licences, 
FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS. | Estate Duty, and Local Taxation (Cus- 
Copy presented, of Report of the Chief | toms and Excise) Duties paid into the 
Inspector for 1900 [by Command]; to| Local Taxation (England) Account in 
lie upon the Table. | pursuance of the provisions of the Local 
| Government Act, 1888, the Local Taxa- 
DISEASES OF —- ACTS, 1894 AND | tion (Customs and Excise) Act, 1890, 
'and the Finance Act, 1894 (in agi 

Copy aint pe an Order, dated | tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 321, 

the 4th July, 1901, entitled the Foreign | Session, 1900).” —(Mr. Grant Lawson. “a 


3C2 
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LOCAL TAXATION LICENSES, (1900-1). 

Return ordered, “ of the Amount re- 
ceived in respect of each Administrative 
County and County Borough in England 
and Wales for Local Taxation Licence 
Duties and Penalties, under the Local 
Government Act, 1888, in the year 
ended the 31st day of March, 1901.”— 
(Mr. Grant Lawson.) 


Questions. 





QUESTIONS. 
GIBRALTAR DEFENCE WORKS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury whether His Majesty’s Government 
propose to afford to this House such an 
opportunity of discussing the Report of 
the Gibraltar Committee, and the steps 
taken and proposed to be taken with 
regard to that Report, as was recently 
afforded in another place on the issue of 
the Report, and whether he will afford 
such an opportunity by putting down 
the Vote for the Salary of the First Lord 
of the Admiralty as first Order on an 
early date. 


Tue FIRST LORD ‘or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLFour, Manchester: 
E.): I have no right to speak on the 
subject, because it is one which falls 
within the province of the Chairman ot 
the Committee, but I believe it would not 
be in order to discuss the question ot 
Gibraltar on the Vote for the salary of the 
First Lord of the Admiralty. A Naval 
Works (Loan) Bill will have to be brought 
in before the end of the session, and in 
that Bill will appear a certain sum for 
works at Gibraltar. I conceive, there- 
tore, that a discussion on the subject 
would be relevant to that Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Would it 
be possible on the Naval Works(Loan) Bill 
to discuss such questions as the suppres- 
sion of evidence, the application of 
official pressure, and so on ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I could not 
believe it to be even possible that my 
hon. friend should suggest that such 
things could occur. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: They have 
occurred. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 


MR. ARNOLD WHITE AND THE 
ADMIRALTY. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Admiralty whether 
his attention has been called to the 
statement of Mr. Arnold White, in which 
he says that he received a letter from the 
Secretary to the Admiralty which was 
of the nature of a credential from the 
Admiralty, and enabled him to acquire 
a full knowledge of the facts which the 
Secretary stated would not be made 
public; and whether the Admiralty 
sanction agents of the Navy League 
having access to information which is 
refused to the House of Commons. The 
hon. Member complained that the ques- 
tion had been altered at the Table. 


THE SECRETARY to THe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. ArNoip-Forster, Belfast, 
W.): My attention has been called to 
the letter referred to by the hon. Member, 
and I think it would have been well if it 
had not been written. The following is 
the communication referred to— 

* Admiralty, May 2, 1901. I beg toacknow 

ledge your letter of the 24th. I find, however, 
that it is not the custom of the Admiralty to 
grant official letters of introduction to anybody, 
but I am sure that the reception which would 
be accorded to representatives of so well known 
a society as the Navy League by the officers of 
the Mediterranean Fleet would be all that could 
be desired.” 
It will be seen that, speaking on behalf 
ot the Admiralty, I declined to give any 
official letter of introduction to Mr. 
Arnold White, but that the letter con- 
cludes with a courteous expression 
which I imagine cannot, in the opinion 
of any reasonable man, be regarded as 
being in the nature of a credential from 
the Admiralty. Under these cireum- 
stances the remainder of the question 
does not appear to require an answer. 


Mr. DILLON: The hon. Member has 
not answered the question. Is it not the 
fact that Mr. Arnold White states in his 
letter that, as the result of this letter, 
which he published, he did obtain from 
the Admiral in command of the Mediter- 
ranean Fleet the information which the 
hon. Gentleman stated to the House 


' would not be published ! 


| Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: There is 
jnot the slightest foundation for that. 
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Mr. Arnold White obtained no informa- 
tion on the strength of any letter from 
me. 


Mr. DILLON: He states that he did. 
Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : [ 


Questions. 


way of credential, and if he alleges that I 
did he alleges that which is not in accord- 
ance with fact. 


MEDITERRANEAN FLEET — LORD 

CHARLES BERESFORD’S LETTER. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Admiralty whether the attention of 
Admiral Lord Charles Beresford has been 
called to the publication of a letter pur- 
porting to be written by him with 


reference to the Mediterranean Fleet ; 
whether any explanation has been 
received from Lord Charles Beresford, 


and what action the Admiralty has taken 
or intends to take in the matter. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : The Admi- 
ralty understand that the letter referred 
to by the hon. Member was a private 
letter, written without any intention of 
its being published, and that its publica- 
tion was unauthorised. Under these 
circumstances it has not been thought 
necessary to call upon the rear-admiral 
for anv explanation. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Do 
the Admiralty understand that the letter 
was published without the authority of 
Lord Charles Beresford ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Yes, Sir- 
We are informed it was published on 
the sole authority of Mr. Arnold White. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Mr. 
Arnold White says he is responsible for 
the publication. My question is: Did 
Lord Charles Beresford authorise Mr. 
Arnold White to make it public ? 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: No, Sir ; 


‘we have received no information to that 


effect. 


OIL FUEL FOR THE NAVY—TRIALS 
ON H.M.S. “SURLY.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Admiralty can he 


{9 JuLy 1901} 


am | 
responsible for what I said to him, not | 
for what he said. I gave no letter by | 
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'say in what year the practical trials of 
| oil fuel were begun in H.M.S. “ Surly,” 
what their progress has been, and what 
are the results ascertained. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Trials of 
oil fuel commenced in 1898. They were 
made with Holden’s burners and Rusdon 
|and Eeles’ burners, and included trials 
'with modifications in the number of 
_burners, grate arrangements, and auxi- 
|liary fittings. The results showed that 
| the full power of the boilers could not be 

obtained with oil fuel only. Trials with 
the same burners are now in progress to 
ascertain to what extent oil fuel can be 
used with coal without producing undue 
smoke. Steps are also in progress tor 
trials in other directions on the boilers of 
other ships. 


[A supplementary question by Mr. 
GissoN Bow es and the answer were 
inaudible in the gallery. ] 


NEW ROYAL YACHT—THEFT OF 
CONFIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty whether any steps have been or will 
be taken, under the Official Secrets 
Acts, in regard to the confidential docu- 
ments, relating to the construction of 
the royal yacht, recently stolen from the 
Admiralty and published in a London 
newspaper. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: The Admi- 
ralty are of opinion that a breach of con- 
fidence has been committed, and they 
are taking steps to ascertain what is the 
exact nature of the offence and who is 
the guilty person. When these particu- 
lars have been ascertained I can assure 
the hon. Member that steps will be 
immediately taken to punish that 
person. 


COLCHESTER MURDER—LILLYWHITE’S 
CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) : I beg to ask the Secretary for 
State for the Home Department whether 
he will consider the case of Charles 
Lillywhite, who was recently brought 
from New Zealand in custody of detec- 
tives on a charge of murder committed 
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several years since at Colchester under 
the name of Arthur Blatch, and dis- 
charged after protracted examination 
before justices on the motion of the 
Public Prosecutor, as one for compensa- 
tion in regard tothe suffering and loss 
he has undergone. 


Questions. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
Ritcuie£, Croydon): If an application is 
made to me on behalf of Charles Lilly- 
white I will certainly give it full con- 
sideration. 


MOTOR CARS—SPEED REGULATIONS 
AT ENTRANCES TO HYDE PARK. 
Mr. MUNTZ (Warwickshire, Tam- 

worth): I beg to ask the Secretary of 

State for the Home Department, in view 

ot the fact that the Metropolitan Police 

are empowered to control the speed of the 
traffic in the public parks, whether he 
ean explain why they do not exercise 
these powers and restrict the speed of 
motor cars to fourteen miles an hour as 
provided by law ; whether he is aware 
that a sergeant of police to whom the 
hon. Member for North Warwickshire 
complained that a motor car had crossed 
him at one of the entrances to Hyde 

Park at a speed of forty miles an hour, 

had mainly confirmed the hon. Member's 

opinion by stating that when the same 
car came under his observation it was 
travelling over thirty miles an hour. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: My hon. friend will, I 
think, agree that it is somewhat difficult 
to judge the speed at which motor cars or 
other vehicles are travelling ; but the 
police make every effort to deal with the 
matter, and have reported four cases of 
furious driving of motor cars in Hyde 
Park during the present year, in two of 
which convictions have been obtained. 
Ae regards the second paragraph of the 
question, Iam informed that the police 
sergeant states that he said merely that 
he did not think the car was going so fast 
as forty miles an hour. 


’ TOTTENHAM MORTUARY SCANDAL. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 

E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State | 

for the Home Department whether his | 


attention has been called to a case last. 
| 


{COMMONS} 
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Wednesday at the Tottenham Police 
Court, when it came to light that the 
body of a child had been lying for ten 
days in the Tottenham mortuary owing 
to adispute between the local authorities 
as to who was liable for the expense of 
burying it ; and whether he will cause a 
strict inquiry into this case to be held. 


Aeamne 
Qui STLONS, 


*Mr. RITCHIE: I have not previously 
heard of this matter, but I will cause 
inquiry to be made. 


VETERINARY SUPERVISION OF 
CATTLE MARKETS. 

Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether the Board has been 
confirmed in the view expressed in the 
Board’s circular letter to local authorities 
in Great Britain of the 5th January, 
1895, as to the desirability of veterinary 
supervision over animals exposed for sale 
at public markets, in order that diseased 
animals may be detected and properly 
dealt with; and, if so, whether any 
further steps are necessary or can be 
taken to promote the general adoption 
of arrangements of the kind. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tar BOARD oF 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The opinion of the Board is as 
strong as it was in1895 as to the necessity 
for veterinary supervision by the local 
authorities over animals exposed for sale 
at their public markets, and I regret that 
these authorities, as a rule, have not 
during the six years which have elapsed 
taken any adequate steps to secure such 
supervision. This omission frequently 
leads to the closing of markets where 
disease is found to be rife, which might 
be avoided if due procautions were taken 
by the local authority. I propose to 
issue a further circular to local authori- 
ties on the subject. 


Mr. LOYD: Will the further circular 
to be issued to local authorities include 
aclear statement of the principle on 
which the Board acts in ordering 
slaughter and compensating the owners ! 


*Mr. HANBURY: Yes. I see no 
objection to making such a statement 
part of the circular ; but, of course, the 
statement would not be favourable to 
any extensive system of compensation. 
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LANCASHIRE TRAM COMPANIES’ ‘ DUAL QUALIFICATIONS IN THE POST 
DISPUTES. | OFFICE. 


Mr. CAWLEY (Lancashire, Prestwich): 
I beg to ask the President of the Board | 
of Trade whether he is aware that 
public inconvenience is being caused by 
neighbouring local authorities (notably 
Manchester and Salford and Oldham 
and Middleton) refusing the user of 
their tramway lines to each other ; and 
wnether he can do anything by the 
offer of arbitration or otherwise to bring 
about arrangements by which the con- 
venience of the public may be secured. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Geratp Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): No, Sir; I have received no 
representations on this subject. I am 
not aware that the Board of Trade 
have any statutory authority to inter- 
vene, but, if the local authorities con- 
cerned desire to avail themselves of the 
good offices of the Department, I shall 
be very happy to consider any applica- 
tion that may be made to me with that 
object. 


MANNING OF MERCANTILE MARINE. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether home trading vessels of 
over 100 tons burden which are not 
passenger ships are obliged to carry 
certificated officers. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: 


answer is in the negative. 


The 


IRISH LIGHTS—MAIDEN ROCKS WORKS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether, in consequence of the 
urgency of having the works carried 
out at the Maiden Rocks, he will order | 
specification and tenders for the proposed 
improvements to be obtained, so that 
when the cost is included in the Estimates 
the work can proceed immediately. 


Mr. GERALD BALFOUR : The Board 
of Trade have given their sanction to 
the improvement of the light at the 
Maiden Rocks. The Board have no. 
power to give any order, but I under- 
stand that the Commissioners of Irish | 
Lights propose to invite tenders for the 
apparatus at once. 


Mr. COURTENAY WARNER (Staf- 
fordshire, Lichfield): On behalf of the 
hon. Member for West Newington, I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
if he will state the number of telegraphists 
who have received the additional in- 


'erement for postal qualifications since 


the initiation of the same, and also 
the number who have voluntarily relin- 
quished this increment in a like period ; 
also the number of telegraphists who 
have received the technical increment 
since its initiation. 


Toe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvsTeEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): The num- 
ber of telegraphists employed at the 
central telegraph office in London who 
have received an additional increment 
for postal qualification is four, and of 
this number one has voluntarily re- 
linquished the increment. The number 
who have received an additional incre- 
ment for technical qualifications in 
the same office is 704; 574 being men 
and 130 women. 


STRAW HATS FOR POSTMEN. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether straw hats will be provided for 
postmen for use during the hot weather. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : 
Postmen in London are already supplied 
with light summer shakos, which are 
designed to obviate the need for straw 
hats. But they are permitted, both in 
London and the provinces, to wear straw 
hats if they desire to provide them for 
themselves. 


LOVE AND MALCOMSON, LIMITED. 

Mr. NOLAN (Louth, 8.) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
he has seen the prospectus of a limited 
liability company styled Love and Mal- 
comson (Limited), in which it is stated 


that the firms are well known as Govern- 


ment printers, and have contracts, among 
others, with His Majesty’s Stationery 
Office ; and whether, having regard to 


| the fact that this company is inviting 
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subscriptions from the public to a share | Minute of 3rd July, the regulation which 
capital of £70,000, he will state the con-| prevents the attendance being counted 
tracts existing between His Majesty’s|for the grant of any person who 
Stationery Oftice and the two firms now| has not received at least fourteen 
proposed to be amalgamated, the gross | hours instruction in each subject will 
annual amount of such contracts, and the | prevent the education of persons who, 
term of years for which they run. \like telegraph boys, are able only to 
‘attend every alternate week before 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: | eight o’clock in the evening. 
I have received no information as to the| re 
formation of this company. The con-| Toe VICE-PRESIDENT oF Thr 
tracts held by the firms apparently re-) BOARD oF EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, 
ferred to are as follows:—By Messrs. Cambridge University): No; a tele- 
Maleomson and Co. (Limited) a contract graph boy would easily make fourteen 
for bookwork printing for patent specifi-, hours attendance in the course of the 
cations of an approximate value of year. 
£10,000 a year, running in ordinary 
course until 30th June, 1907. By! Mr. WHITLEY: I fear the right hon. 
Messrs. Love and Wyman (Limited) a Gentleman has misunderstood my ques- 
contract for leather binding of the ap- tion. He has omitted to notice the words 
proximate value of £2,700 a year, running “in each subject.” Is the right hon. 
in ordinary course until 30th April, Gentleman aware that the usual syllabus 
1904; a small contract of the approxi- is twenty hours instruction in each 
mate value of £250 for a specifie piece of | subject, and, therefore, if this regulation 
binding work ; and a contract for print- is insisted on, these persons will be cut 
ing the English Census Returns, which out, except in places like London, where 
is not a running contract, and the ap- special schools can be arranged ? 
proximate value of which I am unable to 
specify. Sir J. GORST: I think the hon. 
Member is wrong in his assumption as to 
ARMADALE PIER, ISLAND OF SKYE. the number of hours for each subject. 
Mr. JOHN DEWAR (Inverness-shire) : All that is necessary in order that the 
Dihet tentk th “splee cae ns aac attendance should count for grant is to 
: ees ‘Advocate, as repre-| sive fourteen hours attendance in the 
senting the Secretary for Scotland, if he oar 
ean explain the cause of the delay in the "| 
formation of the Armadale pier, in the 
Isle of Skye, which was one of three EVENING CONTINUATION SCHOOLS. 
approved by the Congested Districts \fp. WHITLEY: I beg to ask the 
Board ; and if he can hold out any hope Vice-President of the Committee of 
that the work will be commenced before Council on Education if he has formed 
Wenser ‘sens tn. any estimate of the number of persons 


*Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. who will be excluded from evening con- 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire) : The Arma- tinuation schools under the provisions of 
dale pier, being estimated to cost consider- the Minute of 3rd July. 


ably more than £2,000, can only be 
carried out through the agency of a Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): May 
Provisional Order. Application to the I ask the right hon. Gentleman a question 
Board of Trade for such an order cannot 0 Which I have given him private notice, 
be considered before October. It. is 24mely, whether the age limit of fifteen in 
evident, then, that the erection of the the Minute will apply in future to evening 
pier must be postponed until next year. schools conducted by voluntary managers. 
hie om ' , Sir J. GORST: No person will be ex- 
NEW EDUCATION MINUTE. ‘eluded from an evening school by the 
Mr. WHITLEY (Halifax): I beg to| Minute. In answer to the supplemen- 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee tary question, I have to say that the 
of Council on Education if, under the age limit applies only to schools which 
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ire conducted as public elementary 
schools, and I cannot conceive any 
voluntary managers conducting their 
schools as public elementary schools. 


Mr. CHARLES HOBHOUSKE (Bristol, 
E.): I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether he is aware that out of 3,506 
students registered in the Bristol School 
Board evening continuation classes last 
session, 2,746 would be ineligible for grant 
under the age limit of the new Educa- 
tion Minute, and whether he proposes 
to take any steps in the matter. 


Sir J. GORST: I have no means of 
checking the figures given in the question, 
but I have no reason to doubt their 
accuracy. In answer to the second para- 
graph, the Government propose to pass 
the Bill now before the House. 


EVENING SCHOOL GRANTS—MODE OF 
PAYMENT. 

Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether the grant under Article 17 of 
the Evening Schools Minute of 3rd July 
will be paid similarly as under existing 
methods, namely, by lumping the whole of 
the attendances of all scholars in a subject 
{except those who have received less than 
fourteen hours instruction), and dividing 


that total by twenty, and paying on each | 


twenty hours instruction. 
Sir J. GORST: Yes; subject to the 


fulfilment of the conditions of grant in 
Articles 15, 18, and 19. 


EVENING SCHOOL FEES. <i 


{9 JuLy 1901} 











Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of | 
Council on Education whether it is neces- | 
sary that fees should be charged in all | 
evening schools under the Evening | 
Schools Minute of 3rd July. 


Sir J. GORST: No, Mr. Speaker. 





EVENING SCHOOL SUBJECTS. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 


| information in this matter. 


Questions. 1358 


state why the subjects of first aid, home 
nursing, and physical exercises, including 
gymnastics and swimming, have been 
dropped in the Evening Schools Minute 
of 3rd July. 


Sir J. GORST: Because of the abuses 
to which the inclusion of “ suitable 
physical exercises ” has given rise. Some 
of the subjects mentioned in the question 
would probably be sanctioned under the 


fifth head of Group VIII. 


POLICE PROTECTION IN CO. SLIGO — 
MR. PHIBBS’ CHARGES FOR CAR HIRE. 
Mr. O’DOWD (Sligo, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieute ant of Ireland will he state the 
amounts paid annually to Mr. Charles 
Phibbs, of Doobeg, county Sligo, for car 
hire, on account of vehicles supplied by 
him for the cor.veyance of his own escort, 
between the years 1881 and 1893. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover): A sum 
of £83 4s. was paid to Mr. Phibbs on this 
account between November, 1882, and 
September, 1883 There is no record 
of any other sum having been paid to him 
for the purpose between 1881 and 1893. 


CORK COUNTY COUNCIL CLERKS. 

Mr. SHEEHAN (Cork) : I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
has been drawn to the election, on the 
13th June ultimo, of twenty temporary 
clerks, by the members of the Cork 
County Council, whose election was 
decided by ballot and without any 
reference to the fitness of the candidates 
for the position; and whether, if the 
Local Government Board have sane- 
tioned the selection of the county council, 
do they propose to subject the successful 


candidates to any qualifying examination. 


The Board has no 
Its sanction 
is not required to such appointments, 


Mr. WYNDHAM : 


/nor has it any power to interfere with 
the discretion 
respecting the conditions of employment 
of the temporary clerks. 


of the county council 


Is it not the case 


Mr. GILHOOLY : 


Council on Education whether he will | that the Irish Local Government Board 
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has complimented the Cork 
Council on the manner in 
performs its duties ? 


Questions. 


County 
which it 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [I cannot reply to 


such a question without notice. 


Mr. GILHOOLY : Well it isa fact. 


IRISH TENANTS’ RIGHTS. 

Mr. CULLINAN (Tipperary 5%.) : 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
is aware of the practice adopted by the 
Land Commission and Land Judges’ 
Courts, by the lawyers representing 
Jandlords, of depriving tenants of their 
right to game, turbary, kelp, and com- 
monage; and whether he will take 
such steps as are necessary to cause the 
discontinuance of such methods. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: As framed, the 
question is too indefinite for a reply ; 
but, so far as the Land Commission is 
concerned, there is no ground for the 
statement it contains. The provisions 
of Section 34, Sub-section (1), of the Act 
of 1896 safeguard any existing easements, 
rights and appurtenances, and Section 31, 
Sub-sections (1) and (2) of the same Act 
regulate the procedure as to exceptions 
and reservations such as sporting rights. 


Mr. CULLINAN: If specific cases 
are brought under the right hon. Gentle- 
mans notice will he take steps to remedy 
them ? I refer to cases in which solicitors 
representing landlords have deprived 
tenants of these rights. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Perhaps the hon. 
Member will communicate with me by 
letter on the subject. 


TUBBERCURRY WORKHOUSE. 
Mr. O'’DOWD: I beg to ask the Chief 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- | 


land whether he is aware that the number 
of paupers confined in the Tubbercurry 
(county Sligo) Workhouse has not 
averaged more than 100 annually for the 
past thirty years; and whether, as the 
building was originally constructed to 
accommodate 900 inmates, the Local 


Government Board will give their sanc- 


{COMMONS} 
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| wing of this institution into an asylum 
|for the better care and maintenance of 
|those harmless lunatics at present con- 
| fined as ordinary paupers. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The average 
;number of inmates of this workhouse 
| during the past thirty years was 116. It 
| was originally intended to accommodate 
| 500 persons, but it would not properly 
‘accommodate more than 300. The 

conversion of a portion of the workhouse 

‘into an auxiliary lunatic asylum would 
| not, I am informed, be feasible having 
regard to the arrangements necessary 
'for the proper classification of the sick 
_and destitute indoor poor of the union. 


IRISH UNION ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr. M’GOVERN (Cavan, W.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland has the Local 
Government Board any power to compel 
a board of guardians to give rations 
to any union official ; and, if so, under 
what authority ; and can he state under 
what authority the Local Government 
Board was acting in refusing to pay half 
the salary of a trained nurse in a union 
hospital contrary to the provisions of the 
58th section of the Local Government 
Act. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Board has 
not yet been called upon to express any 
opinion on the question raised in the 
first paragraph, as the point has never 
been raised. In reply to the second 
paragraph, recoupment under Section 
58 of the Act of 1898 is expressly re- 
| stricted to salary only, and the Board 
has refused to regard as salary for the 
| purpose of recoupment a sum that in- 
| cludes both salary and the value of, or an 
| allowance for, rations. 
| IRISH AGRICULTURAL RETURNS. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg 
'to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
| state by what means the Board of Agri- 
‘culture in Ireland ascertain the prices 
for cattle, sheep,-and horses, which are 
| published from time to time as being 
| paid at the several fairs in Ireland ; and 
\if he has any information showing 


tion to a scheme for the conversion of a| whether the publication of the prices 
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Questions. 


paid for stock at such fairs is taken into | Committee stage of the Lunacy (Ireland) 
consideration by the Irish Land Com-| Bill, which has been passed in another 


mission in fixing fair rents. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Information on 
the first part of the question will be 
found on page 6 of the Return of Prices 
of Irish Agricultural Products and Live 
Stock for the year 1900, recently laid 
on the Table of the House. The Land 
Commission, in fixing rents, make use 
of every available source of information, 
including the published statistics re- 
ferred to, checked and qualified by evi- 
dence as to the prices actually prevailing 
in the district where the holdings are 
situate. 


MR. M‘HUGH, M.P. 

Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether his attention has been 
directed to the fact that on 5th July an 
article intended for insertion in this 
week's Sligo Champion was handed for 


trausmission to the officer in charge by | 


Mr. M'Hugh, M.P.; whether he is 
aware that the article was stopped by the 
governor of the gaol although it con- 
tained nothing in reference to the matter 
in connection with which Mr. M‘Hugh 
was tried and convicted ; whether, in 
view of the pledges given in this House, 
he will see that this article is allowed to 
pass, and that similar interference with 
Mr. M'‘Hugh’s liberty to write for his 
paper does not occur in future. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have called for a 
report on this matter; but it has not 
yet reached me. I shall be obliged if the 
hon. Member will repeat his question on 
Thursday. 


TREATMENT OF HARMLESS LUNATICS 
IN IRELAND. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has considered the question of pro-. 
posing legislation enabling boards of 
guardians and other bodies to board out 
harmless lunatics in Ireland ; and, if so, | 
can he state what decision he has come to. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I have drafted a_ 
clause that could be moved during the | 


considering the 


place. But I am not prepared to move 
‘it at this late period of the session unless 
it were regarded as uncontroversial. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
|The clause will require some discussion, 


I should think. 


BUTTER STANDARDS COMMITTEE— 
IRISH REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY (Limerick, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
he has received a copy of a resolution 
from the Irish Dairy Association, repre- 
senting all classes of Irish butter pro- 
ducers, unanimously adopted at their 
meeting on Monday, the 8th instant, 
presided over by Mr. W. L. Stokes, Jak 
Vice-President, regretting the constitu- 
tion of the Committee appointed to fix 
a standard of water in butter, as some of 
its members have committed themselves 
to a standard which would practically 
abolish the manufacture of salt butter 
in this country, thereby preventing 
farmers from making butter in their 
homes ; and whether he will accede to 
the request of this association and 
appoint two persons of practical ex- 
perience on the Committee to represent 
the salt butter industry. 


I beg also to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 


‘whether he has received a copy of a 


resolution from the South of Ireland 
Butter Merchants’ Association with 
reference to the Committee appointed to 
inquire into the standard of water in 
butter as at present constituted, on 
which no representative of the Irish salt 
butter industry is appointed, and urging 
the necessity for same; and whether, 
importance of this 
matter to the farmers in the South of 
Ireland, he will appoint two Members 
to represent this industry as requested. 


Mr. WYNDHAM;; I have consulted 
my right hon. friend the Minister of 
Agriculture. I understand from him 
that the Committee has already com- 
menced its labours, and it is now too late 
to make any alteration in its composition. 
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Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY asked what 
connection with or experience of the 
Irish salt butter trade the Chairman of 
the Cork Butter Market possessed ? 
How was the interest of the trade to be 
represented ? 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM suggested that 
those interested in it could better pro- 
mote their interests by laying evidence 
before the Committee than by securing 
sectional representation on it. 


Mr. O'SHAUGHNESSY : What objec- 
tion has the right hon. Gentleman 
to the trade being directly represented 
on the Committee? Does he want to 
wipe out the industry ? 


CASE OF MR. WALSH, J.P. 
*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland will he ex- 
plain why, in the case of Mr. P. F. Walsh 
and others of Tallow, county Waterford, 
the venue has been changed to Cork. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: If the hon. Mem- 
ber will refer to the judgment of the 
court on the motion to change the venue, 
he will find the reasons set out by the 
court for the order which it made chang- 
ing the venue to the city of Cork. 


*Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN: Is not this 
a travesty of trial by jury—jury-packing 
having failed in Waterford, to bring the 
chairman of Waterford County Council 
before a Unionist jury and judge ‘ Peter 
the Packer ” at Cork ! 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): Will 
the right hon. Gentleman use his in- 
fluence with the Attorney General to 
have directions given that no more than 
fifty of the *idolaters ”’ of Cork shall be 
struck off the panel ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOLS—REVISED 
PROGRAMME. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant 


of Ireland whether 





{COMMONS} 





1364 


‘he can say at what time the teachers of 
national schools in Ireland may expect 
from the inspectors instructions in regard 
to the expected proficiency in the different 
subjects in the New Code already issued, 
so as to enable them to work on given 
lines and to pursue uniformity in view 
of examinations. 


Questions. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The revised pro- 
gramme may be taken as representing 
the maximum of requirements under the 
various heads. This programme shows 
the lines upon which teachers are ex- 
pected to work, and on which examina- 
tions will be conducted. At the present 
time, when many of the teachers are 
merely undergoing a course of training 
inthe new subjects, it would be premature 
to issue any further instructions. 


FERMANAGH ROMAN CATHOLIC 
BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

Mr. M‘tGOVERN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that 
the £835 5s. 8d. paid by the Commis- 
sioners of Education (Ireland) to the 
Fermanagh Roman Catholic Board of 
Education in the year 1900 was derived 
from the rents of lands in the county 
Fermanagh which were set apart by 
King James I. for the purpose of pro- 
viding education for the inhabitants of 
county Fermanagh, and that it was one 
of the conditions of this trust that the 
schools which were to get the benefit of 
this endowment were to be in the neigh- 
bourhood of Enniskillen ; can he state 
how many of the forty-six boarders in 
St. M’Cartin’s Seminary, Monaghan, who 
have got the £835 5s. &d., belong to 
county Fermanagh ; and, seeing that the 
Roman Catholic boys of Enniskillen 
do not derive any benefit from this endow- 
ment, as it is impossible for them to attend 
a school in Monaghan, will the Govern- 
ment take any steps to compel the Fer- 
managh Roman Catholic Board to carry 
out the intention of the founder of this 
endowment to establish an intermediate 
school in the town of Enniskillen. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The amount paid 
to the Fermanagh Roman Catholic 
Board of Education in the year 1900 was 
£899 9s. 6d. The endowment is payable 
under the scheme of May, 181, for the 
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benefit of cne or more schools established 
and managed by the Board in the Fer- 
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managh District, defined by the scheme | 


to consist of the “‘ county of Fermanagh 
with the county of Monaghan, being 


part of the diocese of Clogher.”” The 
number of boarders in St. M‘Cartin’s 


Seminary in 1900 who belonged to the 
county Fermanagh was eighteen. In 
answer to the last paragraph, I have 
nothing to add to my reply to the hon. 
Member’s previous question of the 14th 
March on the same subject. 


EARL RUSSELL’S TRIAL. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY had the following 
question on the Paper: “To ask the 
Attorney General who is responsible for 
setting on foot the inquiries in America 
which led to the prosecution of Lord 
Russell for bigamy; can he state how 
much the trial will cost the taxpayers, 
and what is the average cost of bigamy 
trials to the taxpayer ; and whether the 
Government propose to take any steps 
to simplify and cheapen the trial of Peers 
accused of felony.”” On being called upon 
to put the question, the hon. Gentleman 
said: I understand, Mr. Speaker, you 
have expressed a view adverse to the put- 
ting of this question, as the trial is pend- 
ing. Therefore [ do not propose to put 
it 

*\Mr. SPEAKER: Iam glad the hon. 
Member has taken that course, because 
I think it is a question calculated to 
prejudice the trial. 


NEW BILLS. 
LUNACY (IRELAND) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 256.) 


BANK HOLIDAY ACTS AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend the Bank Holidays 
Act, 1871, and the Holidays Extension 
Act, 1875, and to make geting for an 
additional Bank Holiday, to be called 


Victoria Day, ordered to be brought in 
Ormsby-Gore, Mr. 
Scott Montagu, 
Jacoby, Mr. 


by Mr. Seymour 
Carlile, Mr. Melville, Mr. 
Sir Howard Vincent, Mr. 


| *Mr. 


BANK HOLIDAY ACTS AMENDMENT 
B 


uL. 

“To amend the Bank Holidays Act, 
1871, and the Holidays Extension Act, 
1875, and to make provision for an 
additional Bank Holiday, to be called 
Victoria Day,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
‘second time upon Tuesday 23rd July, 
,and to be printed. [Bill 260.] 


EDUCATION (No. 2) BIEL. 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment to question 
[8th July], “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


And which Amendment was— 


To leave out from the word ‘That ’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘no Bill which proposes to meet temporarily 
the difficulty created by the judgment given in 
the Court of King’s Bench in the case of 
Rex v. Cockerton can be considered satisfactory 
which does not directly empower school boards, 
without the intervention of any other local 
authority, to continue to carry on for the time 
being out of the school fund, subject to the 
regulations of the Board of Education, the 
work to the maintenance of which the school 
fund has been ruled not to be lawfully appli- 
cable.””—(Dr. Macnamara. ) 


Question again proposed, “That the 
words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


GRAY (West Ham, N.): Before 
attempting to deal with the Bill now 
before the House in any detail, I shall be 
glad of the opportunity of saying one or 
two words on the general position. It is 
known, no doubt, to practically every 
Member of the House—to those at any 
rate who take an interest in educational 
questions both inside and outside Par- 
liament, that it is possible to find a com- 
mon ground of agreement on the greater 
issues of the education problem. _ It is pos- 
sible for those who think very differently 
on political subjects to concur on the desi- 
rability of establishing in England and 
Wales one single authority for all forms 
of education—both primary and second- 
ary, such an authority to exercise 
jurisdiction in a very wide area.; | 
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go further and say that there is a general 
agreement in favour of the municipal 
authority becoming that authority. Nor 
do I see how there can be any escape 
from that conclusion. School boards 


would never have been established had | 
the municipal authority been in existence | 


in 1870. That is a matter of history, 
and even now in some of our large towns 
—notably Preston and Dover—no school 
board exists. In the urban districts 


therefore the municipal authority stands | 


on at least an equal footing with the 


school board, and in the rural districts, | 


unless the County Council be accepted as 
the controlling body, then one must select 
another educational authority—another 
body in addition to those in existence. 
No one can be found to say a word in 
favour of the retention of the small 
school boards. It is absurd to imagine 
that small school boards of five members 
are going to efficiently discharge these 
duties which Parliament would place 
on a responsible authority. Those who 
even favour the school board prin- 
ciple are driven to the conclusion when 
dealing with rural districts that it 
is necessary to erect another authority 
there; and when they come to throw 
aside the 1,200 small school boards which 
are at present exercising jurisdiction in 
rural districts over populations of less 
than one thousand, | think we can 
hardly escape from the conclusion that, 
when we systematically organise primary 


and secondary education throughout | 
England and Wales, we shall be driven to | 


accept the municipal authority as the con- 
trolling body. That has been the feeling 
entertained by the Government as well as 
by educationists up and down the 
country. 


been found practicable for Liberals and 
Unionists in a committee room upstairs 
to come to an agreement on this question. 
But somehow or other, when we come to 
the House with the agreement, we find 
ourselves at loggerheads again. It drives 
one almost to despair. 

I turn to see what recognition the 
Government have given to this principle. 
They agreed with the idea apparently in 
1896, but since then they have done noth- 
ing to give effect to it. Temporary expedi- 
ents and mere patchwork legislation have 
proved utterly insufficient to effect any 


Mr. Gray. 


{COMMONS} 


It is largely entertained too. 
in this House, and it has consequently | 
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| permanent good. Yet that appears to 
| have been the policy of the Government 
| year after year. Outside the House the 
Government has the reputation of being 
the strongest of modern times. It 
certainly has not shown its strength in 
dealing with this question, for, instead 
of bringing before us a comprehensive 
scheme establishing the municipal autho- 
| rity as the controlling body, it has come 
forward with another temporary ex- 
pedient in order to meet the difticulty 
raised by the Cockerton judgment. 
Now, everybody knew months before 
that judgment was delivered what the 
decision in the case would be, and one 
would have thought that the Board of 
Education, interested as it should be, not 
in securing an audience for quips and 
cranks, but in seeking to advance the 
education of the country, would have 
been prepared with a measure and come 
down to the House of Commons and 
passed it through this House immediately 
it was required. Apparently, however, 
the Board of Education sat quietly by 
until the case had worked itself out in 
the law courts. At least, they should 
have been prepared, the moment the 
final judgment was given, with a Bill 
to regularise the position. The London 
School Board abandoned its appeal, 
and at a time when the educational 
authorities up and down the country 
‘were seeking to make provision for 
the winter months, seeking not merely 
to give young men and women, boys and 
girls, some education, but also to keep 
them out of the streets, trying to keep 
‘them out of mischief, and to prevent 
them becoming occupants first of the 
police dock, and then of the prison cell, 
the Board of Education remained idle. 
I would sooner see the Consolidated Fund 
used in the teaching of advanced danc- 
ing than in the training of advanced 
criminals. As anyone who has sought 
to organise evening schools well knows, 
it is extremely difficult to get these young 
people inside the school walls after 
they have reached the age of fourteen 
or fifteen years. If they are not brought 
_in, they only have the run of the streets, 
and in large towns they spend their 
time in supporting the lamp-posts and 
lounging at public-house corners. ‘These 
young people will cost the Consolidated 
Fund far more in years to come than 


(No. 2) Bill. 
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the Board of Education ever dreamt of 
demanding from the Treasury. The 
London School Board accepted the 
decision in the Cockerton case, and 
abandoned its appeal. In common, 
however, with other authorities, it is 
anxious to carry on its good work. 

I would say in passing that, if these 
school boards have committed any 
technical illegality, they have not done 
so for their own glorification, but 
because the ratepayers of their districts 
practically insisted on their doing the 
work. They have carried it on year after 
year, not only with the consent of the 
people of the district, but with the 
support of the Board of Education, and 
everybody who has been engaged in it 
has agreed that it is work which ought 
to be done. The Board of Education, 
however, had no scheme ready to cope 
with the difficulty. It has not been able 
to tell us what steps we can take in 
view of the position in which we are 
placed by the Cockerton judgment. 
That judgment has caused much anxiety 
to educational organisers. Some of 
our large school boards have prompted 
questions in this House with a view 
to elucidating the difficulty, but the 
right hon. Gentleman the representative 
of the Board of Education has simply 
replied that it is not his duty to interpret 
Acts of Parliament. I have seen previous 
Vice-Presidents endeavouring to give a 
helping hand to those who were trying 


to do the work of the Board of Education , 


outside as well as in this House. But 
after considerable doubt and anxiety, 
after the loss of much time, and after 
great waste of labour up and down the 
country, a Bill was introduced which 
was not supposed to be a temporary 
expedient, but was supposed to organise 
secondary education, and to be a great 
step forward. I cannot understand 
how it was that the Government experi- 
enced in the affairs of Parliament should 
come down at the date they did, and 
introduce a Bill of a magnitude which 
was sufficient to constitute the work 
of a material portion of a session. 
What could possibly have been their 
object in introducing such a_ Bill, 
and spending the time they did over it 
if they had no intention to go on with it? 


It was apparently but another evidence , 
of the continual uncertainty and timidity 
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which marks the Government in dealing 
with the question of popular education. 
Had it been a comprehensive measure 
four-fifths of it would have met with 
enthusiastic support from both sides 
of the House, and if there were any 
obscurantists either on these benches 
or on those opposite, I am pretty confi- 
dent that the people outside would 
have soon told them that they must 
refrain from opposing the Bill. 

The temporary measure the Govern- 
ment has now brought in, I regard as 
very Unsatisfactory in its form although 
praiseworthy in its object. I desire, how- 
ever, to separate myself in the most 
emphatic manner from the speech in 
which its Second Reading has been intro- 
duced. If it were the object of the Vice- 
President of the Council to foil the passing 
of the Bill, the right hon. Gentleman 
could not have delivered a speech more 
calculated to effect his purpose. He 
knows, the Government knows, and 
everyone knows, that this proposal, be it 
good or bad, is very repugnant to many 
of the larger school boards, and to others 
who have laboured hard for the greater 
part of this past quarter of a century 
without fee or reward, except the feeling 
that they are accomplishing a good work 
by keeping young people out of the 
streets. They feel that an indignity 
is being placed upon them by the intro- 
duction of this Bill. It may be perhaps 
the best scheme that can be put forward 
for dealing with the present difficulty, 


but surely the right hon. Gentle- 
man, knowing that these feelings 


have been wounded might have pro- 
posed the Bill with some words of com- 
mendation and respect for the work 
done by these local authorities in years 
gone by instead of seizing the oppor- 
tunity to exaggerate the defects of that 
work and to largely misrepresent its 
results. Does not the right hon. Gentle- 
man realise that in adopting a tone and 
attitude of that description, he not only 
irritates those who are opposed to him but 
pains some of his very best friends. 
There are gentlemen in this House 
sitting on this side who have supported 
him through thick and thin, and who 
believed at least that he was the one 
man in the Government who was a 
strenuous advocate of popular education 
in its best form. They find it difficult 
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to understand at what the right hon. 
Gentleman is driving by the strange 
attitude he has taken up in recent debates. 
I recollect that in the debate on the 
Higher Elementary Minute many of the 
local authorities were practically accused 
of having obtained schools by false pre- 
tences, and later on in the debate on 
the First Reading of the Bill which has 
now been abandoned, we had the story 
of the ball which took place in the 
school some six years ago. The right 
hon. Gentleman's speech yesterday was a 
long string of jokes at the expense of 
those who have as honestly laboured as 
the right hon. Gentleman himself to 
advance the cause of education. I am 
not a great admirer of the school board 
system, but I frankly say that I have 
great respect for the men and women 
who have worked at it and a great 
appreciation of the good results they have 
achieved. The aim of the right hon. 
Gentleman seems to have been to enable 
the House to enjoy a laugh at the ex- 
pense of the London Schoot Board. “I 
am very sorry indeed to find anyone at 
the head of the educational system of this 
country descending to methods of that 
kind. I noted it with the keenest regret, 
and in making these remarks I am 
expressing not my own opinions alone 
or the views of those opposed to the right 
hon. Gentleman, but also of a large 
number of the followers of the Govern- 
ment who, though they agree with the 
policy of the Bill, protest most emphati- 
cally against the manner in which it 
has been laid before Parliament. Now, 
I come to close quarters with the Bill. 
It is impossible, I suggest, to separate 
this Bill entirely from the Minute now 
on the Table of the House. What 
evening schools can exist, and under 
what conditions, during the forthcoming 
winter? Apparently the Government 
contemplate three forms of evening 
schools ; firstly, one which I might de- 
scribe as the ordinary evening schools. 
Then there are evening schools—— 
»*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
is now, I understand, about to discuss 
the Minute of the 3rd of July. 


*Mr. GRAY: Not altogether that. I 
submit—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: But the hon. Mem- 
ber began by quoting the first page of:it. 


Mr, Gray. 


i 
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*Mr. GRAY: This Bill contemplates 
the establishment or the continued main- 
tenance of one form of evening school 
under dual control. It will be the school 
which already flourishes under a school 
board where education is given both to 
children and adults in elementary and 
advanced subjects. That school may 
continue, providing it obtains the sanc- 
tion of the local municipal authority, the 
county council, or the county borough 
council, but it must have been in exist- 
ence and maintained before the 31st of 
July. I am not quite certain about the 
exact interpretation of the word ‘“ main- 
tain.” But if I were a member of a 
school board, I should at once proceed to 
do something towards it before the 31st 
of July. Such a school is not affected by 
any limitation of age or subject, and it will 
draw its income from the ordinary school 
Those are the evening 
schools which are hit by the Cockerton 
judgment, and they will continue. I 
would ask the House to notice that these 
are only the schools which are already in 
existence, and which were established 
before the 3lst of July. If a school 
board desires after the 31st of July to 
establish another evening school it can- 
not do so under this Bill, and it must be 
an ordinary elementary evening school, 
and to that school the limitation of the 
age of fifteen will apply, and the limita- 
tion of subjects will be purely elementary 
subjects. Therefore, the position with 
regard to classes will be first, the school 
which is already in existence. Next, if 
the school board wishes to establish 
another class during the winter, then it 
must be of the purely elementary kind. 
It is perfectly true that any other autho- 
rity, not being a school board, may 
establish a school free from the fifteen- 
year-old limit, and free from the limit as 
to the number of subjects. The techni- 
cal committee may establish a school. The 
Cockerton school will draw its money 
from the rates, and the purely elemen- 
tary evening school will also draw its 
funds from the local rate. 

When the right hon. Gentleman says 
that all this excellent work will not be 
brought to a standstill, I ask him who 
is going to find the money for this third 
class of school? The county council 
cannot find it, because, in the great 
majority of cases, every single penny of 
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their 


Education 


money is 


question, I almost wish that university 
representation were abolished. I have 


been driven to that conclusion by the | 
fact that I see certain members of the 
House who do not come into contact | 


with the electorate opposing the educa- 
tional requirements of the people. 
any member of the Government remove 
from a rural constituency to a large 
town, and you will at once see the change 
that comes over his policy. I venture to 
say that if the right hon. Gentleman the 
Vice-President of the Council and one or 
two other university representatives had 
come day by day into contact with the 
artisan, there would be very little of the 
gibes and sneers which we heard yester- 
day. If there is one thing these people 
have made up their minds to it is that 
if they cannot leave their children rich 
they will leave them well taught. They 
starve and pinch and economise in order 
to get their children into the day school 
and the evening school, and they would 
like to deal with those who sneer at the 
forms of education given in them. My 
constituency would gladly have ex- 
pended the amount of money required, 
but what are they to do? If we wish 
next year in the eighth largest town of 
the country, with 270,000 inhabitants, to 
have another evening school next year, 
what are we to do? The population 
of West Ham is growing, We 
want more evening schools. We can- 
not take one single penny from the 
school board funds, because the school 
was not established before the 31st of 
July. Not one single penny can we get 
from the county council, because they 
are spending all their money on technical 
education, and they are doing excellent 
work of a higher Jevel than the even- 
ing continuation schools—they practi- 
cally commence where the evening con- 
tinuation schools leave off. Where are 
we to get the money from? We must 
not touch our own rates, although it is 
our own money, under our own control, 
authorised by our own ratepayers. The 
right hon. Gentleman says he has not 
seen a school board election contest 
carried out upon educational lines, but 
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already mortgaged.|to produce a programme every year 
After what I have seen in regard to this| more advanced 
| their 


Let | 


I would advise him to go down to West | 


Ham in order to see the way that Church- | 
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educationally than 
opponents. Generally there 
is some common agreement arrived at 
upon religious education, and the 
remainder of the educational pro- 
gramme is devoted to the best way 
of educating the children. It is 
absurd for the right hon. Gentleman 
to say that he never heard of a contest 
upon educational lines. 


Under this Bill we cannot open 
a new school where a child may 
attend after the age of fifteen. For 


such the order of this Bill is, ‘‘ Lounge 
at the street corner [Opposition cheers] ; 
go to the public-house, you are over 
the age of sixteen; get into mischief, 
police trouble. the police court, the gaol, 
but you cannot come into the school, 
because it will cost a few shillings to the 
local rate.”’ Schools taking persons over 
the age of fifteen are not to have any 
support from the rates, and there 
is to be no Parliamentary grant to these 
schools for children over the age of 
fifteen. I understand the Vice-President, 
in the course of his speeeh yesterday, 
suggested that he was bound to do this 
—that the court awarded it—but after- 
wards they found that there was not a 
word of this in the bond at all. It is with 
the Department merely a question of 
advisability—that they do not consider 
it desirable to give Parliamentary grants 
to schools where the local rates could not 
be used. I should have thought that 
that was just the place where Parliament 
should have lumped the whole of its 
grants. The education of the child is of 
far more importance to me than the 
authority which should take charge of it. 
It matters to me very little whether it is 
the school board or the county council 
so long as the best wealth the nation has 
is being properly worked for the benefit 
of the nation. Many people take the 
antiquated notion that by doing this 
you are conferring a boon upon the 
child, and that popu ar education is a 
kind of charity to the poor. I regard 
it as an insurance and a means of pro- 
tecting the country from evil, and a 
means of developing the best wealth 
which the country possesses. To leave 
these children in ignorance, to cut off 
their education at thirteen or fourteen, 


men and others vie with each other! and let them drift into the streets, is to 
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treat them as no commercial man would | class going. If you strike out the few 
ever treat a gold mine when he knew/ pupils over the age of fifteen, then in a 
that just underneath the soil there was great many cases you close the school. 
abundant wealth, which only needed a} Even the Returns issued over the signa- 
few pounds to develop it in order to;ture of the Vice-President, which are 
enable him to reap the benefit in years | altogether misleading, show that 68°5 
to come. These children are the! per cent. of the total number enrolled 
greatest wealth of the nation, and to} in the evening schools of England and 
train and convert even one of them into | Wales last year are children over the age 
a Faraday would well repay all the money | of fifteen, and their exclusion means the 
wasted upon dancing in perhaps half a | closing of the doors of a very large 
dozen evening schools. I want to see| number of schools, particularly in the 
these children in the schools. rural districts. In our villages what is 
Even in the large towns the money | there during the long winter nights for 
for education is either mortgaged | the boys and girls todo? The one place 
or is not available. The Govern-| where the windows are brightened, and 
ment grant is cut off, and a_ stop| where there is warmth, and cheerfulness 
has been put to this work in large /| and light, and something to engage their 
towns. But while much of the work | attention is the village school where 
now carried on in the large towns| evening class work isgoingon. You talk 
will be stopped, because the money} about the necessity of these children 
is either already mortgaged or not avail- | obtaining an agricultural education, but 
able, what about rural education ? Where | there is precious little time for the teach- 
will the village school be? I want to deal | ing of agriculture in the ordinary day 
for a moment or two with the statistics | school. Fancy teaching agriculture to 
brought forward by the right hon. | children in a day school, where there is 
Gentleman. The Vice-President of the|a schoolmistress responsible for the 
Council has told us that his policy has} teaching of probably forty children be- 
been persistently misrepresented, and | tween the ages of nine and fifteen years, 
he tried to make us believe yesterday | divided up into five or six different 
that the Cockerton judgment hit only a ‘classes. English education in an English 
very limited number of people. I have} village school ought to provide some 
an advantage which the right hon. | place where when the evening comes 
round, there is someone in the district 
whe will take in all who come, both 
i and young. [AN Hon. Memper: 
| Train them out of their station.] An 

hon. Member near me says, “* Train them 

you can keep a school going with thirty | out of their station.” I should imagine 
pupils, you cannot keep it going with| that the housewife who is taught to 
twenty pupils. If you cut off the ten “10 account for her husband’s wages is not 
are over fifteen years of age, you will close} being educated out of her station, and 
the door to the twenty who are under] even the ploughman who is taught to 
fifteen. Your village school is often a/| give an intelligent report to his master 
school with thirty r forty children, | is not being educated out of his station. 
and how did these children over the age| It is suzgested by the Vice-President 
of fifteen come in? What has the| that the education given in many of 
London School Board said again and|these schools is most unsatisfactory. 
again? It has said that where a| But it must be recollected that Govern- 
certain number of students can be got| ment grants have been systematically 
together a class will be opened. What! paid on Government inspection by 
have the other students done? They} Government inspectors upon reports 
have gone round to secure further | usually written, in commendatory terms, 
recruits. They have drawn in one over | recommending grants, for without that 
sixteen years of age, and another over| recommendation the grants could not 
seventeen, and thus they have been able| have been paid. Yet these are the 
to mike up a class, and then the income | schools which, in order to get this Bill 
has been found sufficient to keep the|,hrough the House, are stated to be 


Mr. Gray. 


Gentleman does not possess. I have had 
the superintendence of an evening school 
in a large city, and I know the difficulties 
which you have to contend with. May 
I point out that although in the villages 
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so bad. I should like to draw attention | There is no guarantee that the teachers 
to another point. An illustration was|are efficient, no guarantee that the 
given by the right hon. Gentleman’ buildings are satisfactory. If secondary 
yesterday from Cardiff. I know some- | education were well organised, and if all 
thing of Cardiff and of its higher grade the schools were as good as | frankly 
schools, and just a little about the county admit some to be, there might be some 
schools. What I want to put to justification for the position taken up in 
the House is this: if the higher grade this matter. 

schools are so bad, and if the county Then, Sir, what is the present posi- 
schools are so excellent, why, inthe name tion? The sum total of the present 
of all that is reasonable, do not the Welsh | position is that you will close schools to 
parents send their children to the county a large number of students, and there is 
schools instead of to the higher grade no other place yet for them to enter, and 
schools? The Vice-President said yester- | under this scheme you will have a maxi- 
day that they would be getting a better mum of friction and a minimum of 
training, and that the teachers are better | benefit. That is my summary of this 
educated in the county schools. We proposal. What is it for? To keep 
are told there are sufficient scholarshipsto open a limited number of schools—so 
enable all who wish to go there. Are small that it is said it would not much 
they such fools all around Cardiff that matter to let the whole thing go for 
they do not take the best course? I twelvemonths. But though the number 
should like to see anybody who would | of these higher grade schools affected may 
tell a Welshman that. Well, all that I be very few, you are forgetful of the fact 
can say is that the Welsh parents believe that, if you shut out forty-five who are 
that their children are getting a better receiving science instruction, you deprive 
education for the particular branches of them of an income which will compel 
life in which they are going to work in them to shut out 100 more. ‘So un- 
the higher grade schools than in the important,” it is said, “is the effect of 
county schools. I want to point out that the Cockerton judgment that hardly 
the higher grade school is not the same any Bill is necessary.” I should have 
as an ordinary grammar school, and thought that, if that were the case, a 
it is absurd to suggest that we can close very small non-contentious measure 
the higher grade schools and force all| would have met the situation, and, in 
the children into the grammar schools. | default of anything better, I think I 
The authorities never would have been | should have suggested that Sub-section (2) 
so insane as to establish the higher grade | of Clause 1 of this Bill would have met 
schools if the grammar schools met all the situation admirably, with a slight 
the needs of the whole district. There further amendment, and when we get 
are two forms of educational work tothe Committee stage I will suggest that 
necessary in a district, and two types of further amendment. I am _ not  pro- 
schools have endeavoured to meet the! posing to put the school board back into 
need. But we have no county schools its old position. I can see reasonable 
throughout England, or very few. My) objection to that. I do not wish to 
hon. and gallant friend the Member for | restore the status quo ante. But, on the 


Essex has gone away with the idea that | other hand, I see strong objection to driv- 
the children are being much too highly | ing the position in the opposite direction. 
educated, and that this higher teaching | This question of what should be the 
is the feature of the evening schools. A | local authority for all forms of education 


great impression was apparently made | is one which we have got to tackle sooner 


. on his mind by the speech of the Vice-| or later—I pray that it may be sooner 


President. There must be others who} rather than later, but let us have it out 
are reading the reports to-day who do| in a fair and square fight. We are told 
not know that Wales has gone ahead of | in one breath that this will not establish 
us in this matter, and has organised | a new position, and in the next that it is 
secondary education. The majority of|a great principle. I cannot reconcile 
the secondary schools are not inspected | those two statements. It is either one 
yet. Some score only of the largest have | or the other, and I believe that what we 
yet come under the Act of last year.| have got is this—that¥by approaching 


3D 











1379 Education 


this great principle we have aroused the 
maximum of opposition, and that by 
failing to accomplish it we are securing 
the minimum of benefit. Therefore | 
say, in place of putting the Cockertonised 


school on its old footing, I would 
have continued it, making it work 
under strict regulations from the 


Board of Education, legitimatising cer- 
tain charges incurred on account of 
the school for the approaching winter 
under this particular sub-section. I 
cannot draw the line so fine as to stop at 
the expenditure of the first thousand— 
allow that, and refuse to allow it to the 
thousand and one. Changes are being 
made, schools are being organised for the 
winter, and hardly anybody knows what 
isto bedone. These regulations ought to 
have been established weeks ago—so that 
the local authority could have gone on 
with its work and carried it out. There is 
no need for this contention at the present 
moment. Bring the principle down here 
and introduce it early next session, and 
apply that principle to board school and 
voluntary school, primary and secondary 
school. Take the programme of the two 
Houses of Convocation, and then, I think, 
the Government will be able to get it 
through this House. But it seems to me 
that, in adopting the present plan, they 
have adopted one full of friction. There 
is a great deal in it which will inflict 
injury upon many a man and manya 
woman who has laboured industriously 
in years gone by—not a material or 
financial loss—but an injury which they 
will feel far more keenly. They will say : 
“ We have laboured regardless of polities, 
regardless of creed—canons of the Church, 
Nonconformist ministers, the 
Member of Parliament, and the Liberal 
Member of Parliament—for the day 
school and the night school, and the 
result of it all is to have our efforts repu- 
diated by the Government of the day.” 


The little idiosyncrasies, the little defects | 


which have crept in, have been picked 
out, magnified, and held up to ridicule, 
and that quite wantonly, without any 
real object in view. The Government 
have a comparatively easy task if they will 
only take it up courageously, but so long 
as they tinker, so long as they are timid 
and fail to grapple with this question, so 
long will opposition arise, so long will 
those who would gladly and from predis- 
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Unionist | 


(No. 2) Bill. 1380 
position willingly support them in their 
efforts find themselves unable to do so. 
I cannot vote for this Bill, frictional as it 
is. On the other hand, I cannot take 
upon my shoulders the responsibility for 
any action which would close the schools 
during the year. The Government has 
chosen this method, and they will pro- 
bably carry it through ; but I regret that 
the necessity has arisen, and [| regret 
that this method is adopted. When we 
come to the Committee stage | hope we 
may get rid of some of the elements of 
friction in the Bill. One thing I will ask, 
and that is that the next representative 
of the Government who speaks in this 
debate will at least put the attitude of the 
Government and of the Unionist party 
right with the country on this question 
of popular education. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity): I do not rise for the purpose of 
offering excuses for University represen- 
tation, to which my hon. friend who has 
just sat down takes exemption on the 
ground that university members are 
hostile to school boards. I have never 
denounced the work of the school boards, 
and my hon. friend the senior Member 
for Cambridge University paid a high 
encomium on their work yesterday. 
Nor do | propose to follow the hon. 
Member who has just spoken in his 
endeavour gto show that the remedy 
offered in this Bill is unsatisfactory. 
Time after time last night hon. Members 
on the other side raised objections and 
instanced cases which would not be 
covered by the Bill, and time after time 
the Vice-President of the Council showed 
that the cases were either not touched by 
the Cockerton judgment or were covered 
by the Bill. We are dealing with an 
alleged educational disaster, and we are 
not considering at this moment the 
adequacy, but the character of the 
remedy. 

I must say before I come to deal with 


the details of the remedy that there is 


something to my mind unsatisfactory in 
our educational discussions in_ this 
House. I am going to support the 
Bill, firstly, because the Government are 
bound to find a remedy for the Cockerton 
difficulty, and next because, among the 
various unsatisfactory remedies which 
| have been proposed, this appears to be 
( 
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the best remedy, and not an inadaquate 
remedy. Our educational debates are 
so unsatisfactory because political exi- 
gencies compel persons who are in sub- 
stantial agreement on main principles 
to vote in opposite lobbies on a matter 


of detail. I believe I could choose ten men 
from each side of the House —ten 
staunch Radicals and ten equally 


staunch Unionists—who, if shut up in 
a room together, would in a few days, 
with a certain amount of necessary com- 
promise, evolve a scheme for the control 
of primary and secondary education by | 
local authorities which would settle the 
difficulty, and I think we should feel 
confident that the local authorities so 
constituted would do their duty loyally. | 
should not include in those twenty gentle- 
men the hon. and gallant Member tor the 
Chelmsford Division of Essex, because the 
hon. and gallant Gentleman seems to 
regard education as a subtle form of 
agricultural depression. Nor would | 
include some of those who took part in 
debate, and who seem to regard educa- 
tion as an interesting factor in party 
politics. There is another thing which is 
not altogether unsatisfactory, and that is, 
we have heard so much more of educa- 
tional machinery than of education. The 
hon. Member for North Camberwell, in his 
vehement speech, presented the school 
boards as the very Ark of the Covenant, 
as containing every element of democratic 
feeling and everything that was of educa- 
tional value. I myself regard the school 
board as a machine for providing educa- 
tion, which has on the whole done its 
work exceedingly well, but it is possible , 
that we may find some better machine. 
The right hon. Member for South 
Aberdeen dealt at length with various 
combinations of local authorities, and 
presented us with a sort of dissolving | 
view of local machinery, until he 
arrived at the conclusion that the autho- 
rities suggested by this Bill will be either 
contumacious or incompetent or both. , 
But [ decline to believe that the local 
machinery of this country is so_per- 
versely worked, or that the tersons, 
who work it will not come forward 
loyally to help the country out of the 
difficulty. I wish to dissociate myself 
from adherence to any existing educa- 
tional machinery, except in so far as it | 
adequately performs educational duties. | 
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I have no sympathy with the technical 
or secondary school which cannot hold 
its own against legitimate competition ; 
or with the bouncing, healthy, aggres- 
sive school board which attracts pupils 
by underselling its rivals; or with the 
valetudinarian voluntary school which 
suggests in querulous tones that no one 
ought to be better educated than it can 
afford to educate them itself. 

I do not sympathise with those who 


' promoted or assisted in any way the 


Cockerton litigation, nor am I gratified 
by the result. The difficulty must be 
met. It is a simple one. The school 
boards have been giving education 
which, as school boards, they were not 
entitled to give, and using money which 
they were not entitled to spend. This 
has been going on for a long time. In 
1895 the Secondary Education Commis- 
sion reported that the school boards “in 
some of the greater boroughs have 
organised education which can only be 
described as secondary.” This work has 
its merits and its defects. I believe that 
in some cases there has been an ex- 
travagant disregard of other agencies 
which were doing the same work. [| 
am quite sure that in many cases 
persons who could very well pay for 
education were getting it for nothing, 
but I am also sure that amid the apathy 
of the Government, the apathy of the 
Department, the apathy of the man 
in the street, the school boards have 
done a great work for the education of 
the people. But now that much of 
the work done by the school boards 
has been declared to be unlawful, is, it 
worth while quarrelling as to who is to 
blame ! No one wants the work to be 
stopped ; every one wants to find out 
on what terms the work can be carried 
on; and any bitter political struggle 
on that question is much to be deprecated. 
There are the proverbial three courses 
open tous. We may allow the Board of 
Education to give leave to the school 
boards to continue the work which they 
have been doing; but I think there 
are serious objections to that course. It 
takes the matter out of the hands of 
local and popular bodies, and places it in 
the hands of a Department. And again, 
with what face could the Board of Educa- 
tion put any restraint on any school board 
in doing work which had so long been 
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going on, sometimes with the cordial | 
approval of the Department ? The next | 
course was to allow things to remain | 
as they are, passing a short Bill to over- 
rule the Cockerton judgment. That, I | 
know, is what hon. Members opposite | 
very probably desire, but there are some 
disadvantages in that course. In the first 
place I really very much dislike short 
Acts of Parliament passed to overrule 
decisions of the courts. 
very inconvenient results follow from 
that course. There is another and more 
serious objection. We hope that we are 
on the eve of legislation on the whole 
subject of the local authority for educa- 


tion. We know that a great many 
Members in this House desire to see 
one authority fer elementary, inter- 


mediate and secondary education. In 
fact this little Bill before us is really 
a portion of the larger measure 
of the Government which would have 
dealt with, not to my mind adequately, 
but would have approached the treat- 
ment of, that great subject. It must be 
borne in mind that the school board is a 
competitor for the position of that one 
authority. It was so considered in 
the Report of the Commission— 

“County boroughs [says the Report] possess 

two authorities already, concerned with educa- 
tion, the Borough Council, which, except in 
one borough, distributes grants, but for 
technical instruction only, and the school 
board, which though legally responsible for 
elementary schools only, has in many 
places become an important factor in the 
provision of secondary instruction. Each has 
a prima facie claim, but neither an exclusive 
claim to a voice in matters of secondary 
education.” 
Is it desirable to prejudice the settlement 
of the question of the controlling educa- 
tional authority by allowing the school 
boards to strengthen their hold on the 
machinery of education ? 

I desire to see the school board very 
strongly represented on any such 
authority, but I also desire to see the 
nucleus of the authority constituted out 
of the county council ; and I do so be- 
cause I have the strongest objection to a 
secondary or intermediate education | 
authority proceeding from direct election. 
That might sound unpopular, but the 
Secondary Education Commission objec- 
ted to such a mode of constituting the | 
authority, on the ground that a ques- | 
tion which ought to be in its essence non- | 


Sir William Anson. 
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'tial trade union. 
' these elections would 


I have known | 
‘is not because I would in any way 
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political will become political. More 
than that, it will become professional. 
There are at this moment over 60,000 
certificated teachers in the country. 
They form a very powerful and influen- 
It is inevitable that 
be run by the 


‘teachers, and for my own part [| 
should greatly deprecate the acquisi- 
tion by the teachers of such an in- 


fluence upon the local authorities. It 


disparage the teachers. I have been too 
long a teacher myself not to have a kindly 
feeling for those who undertake what [ 
believe to be a great and noble occupation. 
But while the teacher isa very goodadviser, 
he is not a good authority even in the 


regulation of studies, and still less is it 


desirable that he should. be an authority 
in matters concerning the conditions of 
his tenure of office, the hours of his 
work, and the amount of his emoluments. 
All these points would inevitably come 
up in an election of an educational 
authority chosen ad hoc, and there- 
fore I desire to keep the school 
boards out of the field at present, hoping 
that when the local authority is consti- 
tuted the school boards would be strongly 
represented, but desiring that the nucleus 
of the local authority should proceed 
from the county council, and that the 
additional representation on the county 
council should be by co-optation rather 
than by direct election. 

Now I come to the proposal of the Bill, 
and I must say that there has been what I 
cannot help calling a perversity in the 
criticisms made on the Bill. The right 
hon. Member for South Aberdeen when 
the Bill was introduced stated that the 
county councils are unfitted to discharge 
and unwilling to assume these duties, 
and he repeated the same sentiment 
yesterday. But the Secondary Educa- 
tion Commission said that “ it is impos- 
sible to deny to the county councils and 
the county borough councils the charac- 
ter of being in a sense educational authori- 
ties.” The right hon. Gentleman said 
that the work of the technical instruction 


| committees of the county councils was 
‘not exactly of the same character and 


did not cover the same ground as the 
school boards. I was certainly surprised 
to hear this from the right hon. Gentle 
man. He and I have both served on the 
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governing bodies of public schools. We | 
have neither of us ever taken part in| 
the teaching of a great public school, | 
but did he, or I, or anyone else ever) 
doubt that we were able to exercise a 
useful superintendence, when needed, 


over the management of the school ? And | 
so, though the county councils do not | 
cover the same ground as the bodies they | 


supervise, they are not, therefore, in- 
capacitated from an intelligent super- 
vision. I have every hope that if the 
school boards are to submit their require- 
ments to the county council committees | 
these latter will give a generous and 
kindly consideration to the representa- 
tions made to them. That brings me to | 
another perversity of criticism. I re- 
ceived the other day a manifesto issued 
by the Northern Counties Educational | 
League, headed, ‘‘ Should county com- 
mittees have power to stop the higher 
instruction of the working classes?” It 
goes on to say— 

“Tt is certain that the higher education o 
the working classes can only be obtained at 
higher grade schools with low fees, and will 
not be sought at schools the surroundings 
and cost of which stamp upon them a 
somewhat exclusive character. We appeal 
to you to use your influence both in Par- 
liament and out of Parliament to prevent the 
calamity of the stopping of the higher 
grade schools and the evening continuation 
classes that have done so much for the country. 
After thirty years of arduous work in the social 
and commercial interests of the nation, it 
would be cruel injustice to subject the best 
school boards to the interference and veto of 
county committees that have not been elected 
by the people, and do not so fully represent 
public opinion.” 


t 


Now, are not the county councils elected 
by the people? [An Hon. MEMBER: 
Not for education.] Not as committees 
for education, but the county councils 
are elected by the people, and every mem- 
ber of the committee must go through 
the process of election. What reason, 
then, is there for supposing that the | 
county council will approach the subject 
in the spirit suggested by the manifesto ? 
These bodies must work together here- | 
after in the business of secondary educa- | 
tion ; and there is no hardship in asking 
the school boards and the county councils 
to begin to make this preliminary | 
acquaintance with the work during this | 
year of difficulty caused by the Cockerton | 
judgment. It is not too much to ask | 
these popularly elected bodies to do this, | 
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and | will further say that the surmises 
in this manifesto are something in the 
nature of a slander on our local institu- 
tions. 

I have said why I do not wish to put the 
matter into the hands of the Board of 
Education, or to leave the school boards 
where they are ; I do desire to see the 
county councils and the school boards 
brought into contact, and as far as this 


is done good and not harm will result. 
|The difficulty should be got over by the 


goodwill of two local authorities, each of 
which has sprung from popular election. 
For that reason I shall support the 
Government Bill, but there is this one 
thing further I should like to say. We 
all regret that this matter should have 
arisen. It would never have arisen if 
the Government had been wise betimes, 
and had taken the matter in hand long 
ago. Everyone knows the difficulty 
under which every Government labours, 
this Government as much as any 
Government, in the introduction of a 
Secondary Education Bill. There is the 
great difficulty of framing a large con- 
structive measure; there is the cer- 
tainty of opposition, political and sec- 
tarian, from one side of the House ; 
there is the ‘opposition—no less certain, 
though not so clearly defined—of those 
who distrust any educational reform 
which does not in some way or anoth r 
exalt or profit denominational education ; 
but there is, | know, a great deal of 
good will on both sides of the House 
towards the treatment of this question. 
I believe that any Government may rely 
on support from both sides of the House 
if it made a serious, determined, and 
generous effort to bring elementary, 
intermediate, and secondary education 
under a proper authority. Of course, I 
know what the difficulties are, but this 
Government has been in office for some 
years, and has always enjoyed and 
possess now a large majority. I have 
heard said of a former Government 
that it squandered its majority; it 
is better for a Government to squander 
a majority in useful legislation than to 
allow it to shrink and dwindle through 
general dissatisfaction at the ineffectual 
half-hearted treatment of great 
questions. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): On behalf 
of the Irish Members, I wish to say that 








1387 {COM 


we propose to vote against this Bill. I 
am, for my part, opposed to it, in the first 
place, because I can see in it nothing 
except an attempt to inflict a humiliation 
and a snub on the school boards of this 
country. What was actually the situa- 
tion with which the Government had to 
deal, and which necessitated the intro- 
duction of such a Bill at the end of a busy 
session ! The Cockerton judgment has 
rendered a certain educational work in 
the country impossible, and has stated 
the law to be otherwise than what it was 
supposed to be for several years, not only 
by the school boards, but by the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education itself. 


Education 


Now, what would have been the natural | 


and manifest course for the Government 
to take—alleging, as they do now with 
great force, that they have no time to 
spare for dealing with such great issues ? 


It would have been to introduce a one- | 


clause Bill maintaining the status quo ante 
the Cockerton judgment, instead of a 
contentious Bill like this. No arguinent 
whatever has been brought forward in 
support of the course the Government 


have adopted in introducing this Bill. | 


Had they introduced a Bill which simplv 
allowed the school boards to continue 


the work on which they have been en- | 


gaged for several years, neither the 


House nor the Government would have | 


been committed to any principle in 
regard to the settlement of the education 
question. 
hon. and learned Member for Oxford 
University say that he did not like to see 


the whole of the school boards interested | 
that a| 


in secondary education. Is 
serious argument ? Why shoull they 
not be allowed to do for one short year 
longer what they have been doing for the 
last ten years? If the Government had 
adopted the course I suggest they would 
have passed their Bill through the House 
at the expenditure of three or four hours 


debate ; but now, in spite of the fact that | 
they are continually impressing on the | 
House the scarcity of time, and the | 


desperate difficulty of getting through 
the necessary business of the country, 
we are called upon to waste several days 
of Parliamentary time in discussing a 
Bill which has for its one object to snub 
the school boards of this country. 

I generally turn on occasions of this 
kind, when an Education Bill is before the 


Mr. Dillon. 


I was astonished to hear the | 
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seers to the utterances of the senior 
| Member for the University of Cam- 
| bridge, because in his speeches there 
is generally a flood of light thrown on 
educational matters in general, but in 
the course of his speech in support of the 
plan adopted by the Government there is 
not a single argument which touches the 
points atissue. All the really educational 
speeches which have been made during the 
debate ought to have been delivered when 
the Government introduces its large Bill 
next year. The real reason which has 
actuated the Government in this extra- 
'ordinary course is to be found in the 
speech which the Vice-President of the 
Board of Education made in introducing 
the Bill. Does anyone doubt that the 
object was to insult the school boards, 
and to make a dead set against the even- 
ing schools and the continuation schools ! 
I listened with amazement to the right 
hon. Gentleman’s rather stale joke about 
the dancing in the London School Board 
schools. That was a very unfair instance 
of the character of the general work done 
by the school boards. But suppose that 
every school board had a dancing class 
every evening, would not that be a very 
good thing, although I do not say they 
should devote all their time to dancing. 
I think it would be a very good thing if 
it had the effect of attracting children 
into the schools from the streets. We 
have heard a good deal about Hooliganism 
in this country. We are not afflicted 
much with it in Ireland, but this very 
development of the evening schools is 
one of the best remedies we could possibly 
supply for Hooliganism. I believe that 
the policy of the Government in the 
present Bill arises a good deal out of a 
dislike to too much education for the 
| people, a feeling which I believe exists in 
the minds of certain gentlemen opposite. 
We of the Irish party have had our 
| differences with the school boards in this 
country. We have had occasion to com- 
plain more than once of the injustice 
from which our denominational schools 
suffer ; but I desire to say we have never 
| wished to take any action, and I trust 
| we never will, for levelling down educa- 
tion in this country. Our object is now, 
and always has been, to level up; and 
all that we ask is that in the case of 
denominational schools we shall be put 
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in a position to give our children as good 
an education as the school boards. 

I have taken a very great interest 
in the evening continuation schools. I 
have been a preacher of these since 1886. 
The secretary of the Manchester School 


Board came to town the other day and | 


had a special interview with me, in which 
he invited the Irish party to oppose this 
Bill. He told me that a concordat had 
been entered into between the Catholics 


and the school board in Manchester, and | 


that that concordat had its origin in the 
establishment of evening schools. The 
Manchester School Board had out of the 
rates given the same equal treatment to 
the Catholic schools as to the board 
schools, so that now in Manchester there 
are successful evening continuation 
schools managed by Catholic managers, 


taught by Catholic teachers, and paid for | 


out of the rates. That fact gives me 
great hope in regard to education in the 
future, because it shows an amount of 
toleration and common-sense on the part 
of the school board in Manchester which, 
if it spreads to other parts of the country, 
will do much to solve the difficulties of the 
educational problem. The hon. Member 
for North-West Ham and the hon. and 
learned Member for Oxford declared that 
they were almost driven to despair when 
this question was brought before the 
House of Commons. It was debated on 
lines of party, and of religious differences, 
and it was impossible to deal with it 
without being involved in bitter disputes. 
That is absolutely true. Nobody who has 
sat in this House for any considerable 
time can shut his eyes to that fact, and I 
have no doubt that that will be the case 
next year. That is the cause which lies 
at the root of the backwardness of this 
country in the educational race com- 
pared with France, and Germany, and 
America. In these countries the ques- 
tion is approached solely from the point 
of view of the best interests of education. 
It never isin this country. Religious and 
political considerations are raised which 
render it impossible to discuss the real 
merits of the case. 

I would venture to make a strong 
appeal to the Radical Members of 
this House, who take a deep interest in 
the school board system. | repudiate the 
idea that we want to destroy that system ; 
we wish it every success. 
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those Members is that before next year 
they would seek to come to some under- 
standing between those who are in favour 
of denominational schools and the great 
school board system of the country—an 
understanding which will enable us to 
work together harmoniously for the pro- 
motion of the education of the people. 
We cannot, and we will not, abandon the 
interests of our denominational schools, 
but we seek to preserve the interests of 
these schools, not by levelling down, but 
by levelling up. Even during the bitter 
debates of 1896-97 I never joined in any 
crusade to deny to the school boards the 
resources of the rates, or to seek to 
cripple them and to bring them down 
to the level of the denominational schools. 
This is a question of infinitely greater 
importance than that of national arma- 
ments. If this country really under- 
stood its own interests, and cared for its 
true greatness, it would insist on devoting 
some of those millions which are being 
spent so recklessly on armaments at the 
behest of the Navy League and other 
pestiferous associations to the work of 
elevating the people of this country to 
the educational level of Germany and 
France. But I do not believe that even 
if you succeeded in getting these millions 
you would be able to elaborate a suc- 
cessful scheme of education unless you 
get at the root of this religious bitterness. 
There are in this House men who hold 
the views that I do, namely, that what- 
ever differences of opinion there may be 
about secondary and university educa- 
tion, in elementary education religious 
and moral instruction is a primary 
necessity. For the children of the poor 
the school must to a large extent take 
the place of the home, and the school 
must be permeated by religious and 
moral influences. We cannot abandon 
that principle, and so long as equality is 
denied to the denominational schools it is 
impossible for us to work heartily with 
those who believe in the necessity of the 
highest possible education being given to 
our children in order to maintain the 
greatness of the nation. There is no 
Member in this House who is prepared to 
go further than I am, and to fight 
harder to give the children of all classes 
the highest and best education that 
money can procure. If we could once 


agree on this great difficulty which has 
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unhappily divided us in the past, my 
colleagues and myself would support 
you in the heartiest manner for the 
development of the education of children 
in this country ; and I cherish the hope 
that the via media may be found in fol- 
lowing the example of the Manchester 
School Board, and in establishing a 
working arrangement between the school 
boards and the denominational school 
boards. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.): I 
can understand the language of the 
hon. Member who has just spoken ; 
can understand some hon. Members 
on the other side, who persist in regarding 
us as being hostile to education, and 
who see in this measure a desire to snub 
the school boards ; but I cannot under- 
stand the same attitude being taken up by 
the hon. Member for North-West Ham, 
whom we all know as an educational 
expert, and who ought not to view a 
Government measure like this through 
the same spectacles as hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. We are face to face with a 
practical difficulty, which, even yet, | 
think is not fully grasped by the whole of 
the House. It is a difficulty which was 
not raised by the Cockerton judgment, 
but which arose before it, and one which 
I, speaking as a London Member, shall 
no doubt be expected to look upon as 
it affects London. I am familiar with 
London, and know something about 
education in London, and the real diffi- 
culty we are now considering is one 
which has met us in London for some 
years past. The Cockerton judgment 
has really partly helped us out of that 
difficulty ; this Bill will help us a little 
more; but we cannot be fully helped 
out without some large educational 
scheme, which we are hoping to get from 
the Government with great speed. We 
have in London three sets of educational 
agencies at work. We have got the 
school board, which was created to deal 
with elementary education, we have 
sets of schools under the Science and 
Art Department, which are largely 
supported by grants from that Depart- 


ment, and we have the great work, 
which the county council, — has 


done extremely well for the past few 
years, of establishing technical institutes, 
which are gradually being spread all 


Mr. Dillon, 
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| over London. I speak as the chairman 
of one of these institutes. I have been 
| engaged in co-operating with the county 
council in this matter, and although hon. 
_Members opposite may look upon me 
as a foe to education, I can say that, for 
|three or four years, I have been pro- 
moting as best I could the interests of 
technical education, which I look upon 
|as a matter of great importance. I 
_myself have had some experience of it 
for twenty years. I was on the staff of a 
technical institute before | went to the bar; 
I also acted as examiner for some years, 
| and as one having had that experience 
I look at this matter purely and simply 
from the point of view of what is best 
for the educational interests of the coun- 
| try,and more particularly of London. ‘The 
hon. Member for North-West Ham, curi- 
ously enough, recognised a difficulty, but 
did not see that it was the difficulty here. 
He talked about schools which it was 
possible to keep open if they had thirty 
scholars, but impossible if they had only 
twenty. That is a difficulty we have 
had to deal with in London. The school 
board, using public money, entered into 
competition with other agencies, and 
tried to usurp the functions of a depart- 
ment not belonging to them, and these 
usurpations have been resisted by the 
| Education Board for some years past. 
Surely that is a great difficulty, and one 
which the Cockerton judgment, at all 
_ events, has partly helped us to surmount. 
It is said this Bill is going to intro- 
duce friction, but surely there cannot be 
any worse friction than that produced 
by the condition of things which has ex- 
isted in London for some years, under 
which two bodies using public money 
competed with one another, and impeded 
one another’s schools, with the result 
that the schools were over-staffed and 
under-pupilled throughout London. The 
present state of friction existed before 
the Cockerton judgment ; it so happens 
_ that the Cockerton judgment has stopped 
| it, but unfortunately it also tends to 
stop the schools in the meantime ; and 
we are all anxious that the schools should 

| not be stopped. It is said that a small 
| and non-contentious Bill should be intro- 
duced. This Bill is a small measure, 
and in my judgment ought to be a non- 
contentious measure, temporarily dealing 
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with the difficulty which has arisen. 
There is nothing new in the principle of 
this Bill. The hon. Member for the Ros- 
sendale Division has always taken a deep 
interest in technical education, and has 
been a very sincere friend of it. 1 am 
sorry to have to deprive the Government 
of the credit of being the original authors 
of the principle of this Bill; but, as a 
matter of fact, the original author of 
the scheme, which now in a somewhat 
modified form appears in this Bill, is the 
hon. Member. When the ‘Technical 
Instruction Bill of 1889 was under 
discussion there was a knot of twenty-two | 
or twenty-three Members—I think they 
never mustered more in a division— 
who said that the Bill was an attempt 
to snub the school boards, and so on. It | 
was said that the authority should not 
be the local authority but the school | 
board, and the whole principle was then 
fought out. The hon. Member for the 





Rossendale Division, who had more 
knowledge of technical education than 
all the other members of the group 


combined, made a most reasonable pro- | 
posal, which is extremely like the proposal 
in the present Bill. The Bill of 1889 pro- 
vided that the local authority should | 
have power to make a rate for the pur- | 
poses of technical education, the local 
authority being the council of any county | 
or borough. The hon. Member for the | 
Rossendale Division moved an Amend- | 
ment, which was accepted, providing that | 
the local authority might, at the request | 
of the school board of its district, pay out | 
of any local rate, in pursuance of the Act, | 
for technical and manual instruction for 
the time being. 


*Mr. MATHER (Lancashire, Rossen- 
dale): That Bill was quite special, and 
affected the industrial interests of each | 
community in the form of technical | 
instruction alone, and I trusted the local | 


authority with the control. 


satisty the House that the principle is 
the same. We were then practically dis- 
cussing the question whether we ought | 
to give the control of technical education | 
to school boards or to local authorities, 
and it was the Act of 1889 which settled | 
the principle, which has since been acted 
upon, that technical education, as such, 


| 
| 
Mr. BOUSFIELD: I think I ean | 
| 
| 
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should be put in the hands of local 
authorities of some kind, and not into the 
hands of the school boards. It is true 
there was a provision in the Act that 
nothing in it should be construed as 
interfering with the existing powers of 
school boards with respect to technical 
and manual instruction. That, of course, 
referred to elementary education, but 
the principle was then settled. It was 
provided that the school boards might, 
if they pleased, apply to the local autho- 
rities for power and for funds to do 
something which otherwise they could 
notdo. [An Hon. MEMBER : Not power. | 


| But funds mean power ; for without the 
‘funds the 
Therefore the principle is precisely the 


work could not be done. 
same. It was not said then that we 
were snubbing the school boards, because 
the suggestion was not a party sugges- 
tion, and was not looked upon with sus- 


| picion on this side of the House because 


of its source. It was not then said that 
we were compelling school boards to go 
cap in hand to the local authorities, and 
that we were subjecting the school 
Nothing 
of the kind. It was looked upon as a 
business-like proposal to enable school 
boards with the sanction of the local 


| authorities to get funds for work which 
| otherwise they would not be able to do. 


That goes a very long way towards the 
principle which we have consistently 
advocated ever since. 

It is important to look at the ideal 
we want to aim at in this matter, and 
to consider whether this temporary 


provision will help us towards it. I 
'venture to think that our ideal is this— 


that the school boards shall have charge 
of elementary technical instruction, and 
that the technical institutes shall have 
charge of scholars who wish to go beyond 
elementary instruction. That is to say, 
that a school board should give such 
instruction in elementary — technical 
matters as every schoolboy should have. 
I examined a school for some years, and 
found that boys from twelve to fourteen 
could tell the difference between a baro- 
meter and a thermometer. They knew 
what an electrical cell was, and how it 
magnetised a piece of iron. They knew 
all about a common pump and the 
pressure of air, and all the odds and ends 
of science, which oftentimes even well- 
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educated people know little about. That 
is elementary science, and that is the sort 
of thing which every boy should learn 
as part of his education, as it fits him, 
if he possesses special capacity, or if 
there is special necessity, to enter a 
technical school. We know very well 
that in our public school curriculum a 
boy takes all the subjects until a certain 
age, and then he specialises ; but up toa 
certain age he learns what every other 
boy learns. The school board, in my 
humble judgment, ought to teach science 
up to a stage to which every boy ought 
to learn it; but when a boy wishes to 
specialise he ought to be sent to a tech- 
nical institute. That is what we ought 
to aim at, but the school boards showed 
a tendency to go beyond elementary 
work, and they entered into competition 
with the schools of the Science and Arts 
Department and the technical institutes. 
They spent money freely, with the result 
that they had large schools over-staffed, 
but very few pupils. Not only that, 
but many of their pupils were drawn 
from other schools where they ought to 
have remained. 

That is the difficulty, and I ask, 
are we meeting it in the right way in 
this Bill? What is the position? On 
the one hand we have the London School 
Board, charged with elementary educa- 
tion, for years trying to usurp functions 
beyond that. On the other hand, we 
have the Science and Art Department 
and the London County Council charged 
with these functions by Parliament, and 
we are asked to give the usurpers freedom 
to go on with their wasteful competition. 
I venture to think that the London 
County Council has shown itself to bea 
better body to have control of this matter 
than the London Schoo! Board, and for 
this reason—they are able to deal with 
it more economically, and are econo- 
mical both with regard to the material 
and money at their disposal. When the 
London County Council starts a tech- 
nical institute in any part of London 
what does it do? It goes to the existing 
schools. In my own district of Hackney 
there were two institutes, and we tried to 
absorb them, and make them part of 
the technical institute. That was a 
reasonable thing to do, because we 
economised existing material and exist- 
ing staffs. But when the school board 


Mr. Bousfield. 
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starts a school they have a fresh staff, 
and waste the material at their disposal 
instead of economising it. Then, as 
regards money, the county council 
have considerable funds, and they use 
them very wisely. The Hackney Insti- 
tute had a large grant from the council, 
and the council is now going to spend 
£8,000 or £10,000 on buildings, and is 
also providing an income of something 
like £3,000; but we had to form local 
committees, and get all the money we 
could from every source, it being a con- 
dition of. the council that we should 
obtain a certain amount of money from 
charitable sources or by public subscrip- 
tion. That is the right way to go about 
it. What we wish to see is that the 
school board should cover the ground as 
far as elementary educatien is concerned, 
and then hand on the scholars to the 
technical institute, which will specialise 
them in any particular department they 
may wish to undertake. What is the 
position of the opponents of the Bill ! 
Do they wish this wasteful system of 
competition to continue! If they do— 
and | think their attitude can mean 
nothing else they want to see the school 
board absorb the functions of higher 
education. I have shown reasons why, 
in my judgment, | think the scheme of 
the Government is an admirable one to 
meet the difficulty we have been in for 
some years. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): The best answer to the speech of 
the hon. and learned Gentleman who 
has just spoken is the practice of the 
London County Council with regard 
to scholarships. I believe that it is 
the almost universal practice of the 
Council to send the recipients of these 
scholarships to the higher grade schools, 
which the County Council selects as most 
suitable and efficient, the very schools 
which the hon. and learned Gentleman 
wishes to reduce to the smallest possible 
limits. 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): The 
hon. Member is quite mistaken. 


*Mr. CHANNING: I cannot give way 
to the hon. Member, and enter into this 
question further now; the time is too 
short. The hon. and learned Gentle- 
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man referred to the Technical Instruc- | 


tion Act, but the whole point of that 
Act was to enable the county councils 
to supply funds for carrying on tech- 
nical instruction to board schools as 
well as to other schools, not to control 
the application by school boards of 


their own school fund. We have 
listened during this debate to three 
most important speeches, to which 
every friend of education must have 


listened with the deepest interest, the 
greatest pleasure, and the keenest sym- 
pathy. There were passages in all 
these speeches with which I could not 
absolutely and entirely agree ; but what 
do these speeches prove? They prove 
that there are unanswerable arguments 
against proceeding with the Bill now 
before the House, and that the people 
of this country, through representatives 
of different types, such as the hon. 
Member for North-West Ham, represent- 
ing the great teaching interest and the 
democratic Conservative interests of the 
country in regard to this question of edu- 
cation, the hon. Member for the Univer- 
sity of Oxford, representing the higher 
secondary schools, and the hon. Member 
for East Mayo, representing the Catholic 
interests, are of opinion that .this great 
problem is capable of being solved if 
handled in the proper spirit and with 
proper sympathy as between conflicting 
interests—in a word, if it is handled 
in accordance with the principles of peace 
and conciliation, and not in a spirit of war 
and conflict and friction. My opposition 
to this Bill is because it is a Bill which 
not only restricts facilities for education, 
but introduces fresh elements of friction 
and discord into the consideration of the 
educational problem. The whole of this 
debate has I think shown very clearly 
and vividly how greatly the country 
realises the necessity of dealing with 
the question of secondary education. 
The question of secondary education, 
of completing the intellectual equipment 
of the country, stands first in the mind 
of every thoughtful friend of education, 
but that is just the question which is 
being set aside. 
argument, worth considering, advanced 
in favour of this Bill. We have had 


We have had no single | 


the painful speech of the Vice-President | 


of the Council last evening, which was a 


frank declaration of absolute and relent- | 
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less war against one important instru- 
ment of education. We have had the 
cheap and vulgar sneers and gibes of 
the right hon. Gentleman, and I think 
that they will sink deep in the hearts 
of the people, and be profoundly resented 
by some of the best friends of education 
in the country. I suppose we may still 
be invited to speak with respect of the 
right hon. Gentleman as a Minister of 
Education, but I venture to say that 
it is a gross and intolerable scandal, 
and that a Minister of Education who 
can get up and heap mockery and 
scorn on some of the best and noblest 
work ever done for education in this 
country, who can ignore the fact that 
the school boards have been the driving 
power to raise the standard of education 
and to arouse the spirit of national en- 
thusiasm for education in this country, 
which have themselves educated vast 
numbers of educational experts, even 
more than the great universities in 
which some of us have taken a humble 
share in educational work—I say that 
the Minister of Education who can do 
that is unworthy of his post. 

I have spoken of peace as being the 
true solution of these educational diffi- 
culties and problems. We long for 
educational progress, and we look for it 
from educational peace—peace between 
authorities and peace between creeds. 
Our quarrel with the Government is 
that they have introduced a war of 
interests between conflicting authorities, 
instead of entrusting the delicate duty 
of promoting peace and mediation to a 
Nestor who would soothe and minimise 
the acerbity of educational differences. 
After the speech of yesterday I do not 
hesitate to say that the Government 
have given us a very Thersites of 
debate who has done his worst by 
tasteless and offensive jokes to accen- 
tuate those differences. We know 
very well that the Government have 
suffered defeat on this question. What 
is the secret of the defeat of 1896, and 
what is the secret of the withdrawal 
of the Bill of the present Session ? 
It is that this question stirs the hearts 
of the people as no other question does. 
What do the great school boards in the 
North think of the speech with which 


‘the Second Reading of this Bill was 


moved? In those school boards in the 
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North and in London there are some 
of the most distinguished Conservative 
friends of education in this country. 
Do the right hon. Gentleman and the 
First Lord of the Treasury think that 
they will win the support and approval 
of those men by the course they have 
taken in this Bill, introduced in the 
spirit it was? Look at the country at 
large. Is this a question on which 
the friends of education like the hon. 
Member for West Ham and many hon. 
friends on this side of the House are in 
a minority? I think we have heard 
quite enough about the last General 
Election being an ad hoc election as 
regards the South African war. 
If it was an ad hoc election on the 
war issue, I venture to say that that 
is the strongest proof that this Par- 
liament has not been elected in order 
to solve the great question of the 
machinery of education; and _ that, 
least of all, it has been elected in order 
to curtail the opportunities for the 
education of the people. I hold in my 
hand some very strong resolutions which 
have been passed on the subject. The 
trade unions, representing the cream 
of the working classes of the country, 
passed the strongest possible resolution 
against the whole of this policy. The 
great co-operative bodies also condemned 
it in the very strongest manner. What 
do these two great bodies represent ? 
Are they Radical? They are not. This 
is not a party question. It is a question 
which goes far deeper into the roots of the 
life of the country, and the Government, 
in dealing with it as they are, are opposed 
to some of the strongest, most energetic, 
and most enthusiastic of their supporters, 
not only among those connected with 
educational work, but also among the 
masses of the people, who have elected 
the school boards, and will elect them 
again and again in 
their work. They maintain that the 
true solution of this question, which 


is of vital importance to the masses of | 


the people, should be found in a loyal 
spirit towards the real interests of educa- 
tion. 

I have referred to three speeches 
in this debate as proving conclusively 
that this question of educational 


machinery should be left to a subsequent | conflicting authorities. 


session. I maintain that a policy of peace 


Mr. Channing. 
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approval of | 
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and conciliation is essential. The hon. 
Member for East Mayo referred to 
‘the work which is being carried on in 
Manchester. I venture to think that 
work should be examined in a spirit of 
patient study, as being a real practical 
solution of the problem. There we 
have the school board welcomed in 
making and controlling the evening 
continuation work in Church of England, 
Roman Catholic, and Wesleyan schools, 
as well as in the board schools. The 
attendance of these schools has_ risen 


f 


jfrom 660 to 9,000 in sixteen years, 
‘and the Government grants have 
risen from £299 to £10,332. We 
know what the effect of this Bill will 
be upon institutions like that. The 
hon. Member for East Mayo said 
that we could not settle the matter 


here to-night. That is just my argument. 
The question is so full of interest that 
every wise man would wish to ponder 
on it in order that we may arrive at an 
amicable and conciliatory solution. What 
has happened in Manchester shows 
that there is no irreconcilable chasm 
between the convictions of the most 
sarnest Radical educational reformer 
and the convictions of many hon. Mem- 
bers opposite and of supporters of denomi- 
national schools like his hon. friend the 
Member for Mayo as regards religious 
teaching in the schools, for which there 
is, and very naturally, deep and_pas- 
sionate attachment, which must meet 


with full and sympathetic recogni- 
tion. The solution arrived at in 
the evening schools in Manchester 


is practically the same solution as 
that suggested many years ago by 
one of the most distinguished supporters 


of the School Board system — Dr. 
Crosskey, of Birmingham. He sug- 


gested that there could be provision for 
secular teaching under an elected secular 
authority, and while the managers 
might carry out at other hours the 
religious teaching for which they had 
built the schools. I believe myself that 
itis in that direction that we shall be 
‘able to find peace between denomina- 
| tions—between warring religious opinions 
/—and that we shall also find in this 
| system of the Manchester evening schools 
|a solution and the key to peace between 
warmest and 


I am one of the 
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strongest advocates of what is called 
the ad hoc principle of education. 
I think that what ‘fell from my 
hon. friend the Member for West 


Ham with regard to the rural districts | 


would not have fallen from him if he had 
considered the details of English rural 


life in the same way that I have tried | 


to consider them. I think that in the 
rural districts —though we cannot 
arrive at such a standard as that 
arrived at in our large towns—we 
should try to arrive at a_ relatively 
high standard of 
children. But good results can only be 
attained by having the direct personal 
control and interest which Members of 
the school board, who are accustomed 
to go into the details, to visit the schools 
and see for themselves what education 
is being carried on, have. You will never 
get the same result from a remote 
authority,such as a committee of a county 
council meeting in a country town under 


circumstances which will preclude a | 


long consideration of important details. 
The result of such a system must in- 
evitably be the handing over of the 
practical control and authority to an 
official, or to one or two local managers, 
which would eliminate just that element 
of personal enthusiasm which has been 
the secret of the great and splendid 
success of the school boards in the 
great towns. 


The hon. Member for North-West 
Ham has dwelt in eloquent words upon 
some of the cruel hardships which will 
be imposed on the poor children by the 
proposals of the present Government. 
I remember seeing in the village in 
which I lived in Northampton in 
the public elementary evening school a 
most willing class of lads from fifteen 
to nineteen years of age who were being 
taught horticulture by a most capable 
master, and the cruelty of sending 
them out into the street to lounge round 
public-houses is a consummation of folly 
and ineptitude, such as I could never 
have conceived, upon the part of the 
Ministers of the Crown. I have a 
letter from a school board in a populous 
town in my division which says 
that these proposals will result in over 
200 young men and girls being sent 
out into the street. We find it hard 
to keep pure the moral life of the 
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| young as it is, and where is the wisdom 
|of this miserable policy which drives 
these young people into the streets in 
order that the right hon. Gentleman 
may point his tasteless and offensive 
| gibes at what he hopes will be the down- 
fall of education in this country. This 
Bill is an unworthy stratagem, and it is 
a proposal which has had no argument 
to support it. I am quite ready to con- 
sider any wise measure for the recon- 
struction of the educational machine, 
but not a measure to destroy, as the 
right hon. Gentleman is attempting to 
destroy, the principle of the popular 
control of education in this country. I 
should like to see the ad hoc principle of 
the school board developed on Scotch 
lines throughout the country. I should be 
quite willing to see the secondary educa- 
tion authorities made up of members 
‘of authorities of that kind combined 
; with members of the county councils. 
‘I have no hostility to the county 
councils, but I have no wish that there 
should be a conflict of authority—that 
one authority should be subordinated 
to another. Any wise man would see 
that the only solution is that all the 
instruments which are working for good 
should be brought into harmony on 
rational lines, so as to promote the 
| highest education. I have never assented 
to the Secondary Education Commission's 
Report. I always thought it was deficient 
in the higher form of courage and 
initiative which is needed for stateman- 
ship, and that it is rather an admirable 
statement of the facts and arguments 
than a real and final solution of the 
problem. I do think that the debate of 
the 5th of March last and the present 
debate show a strong movement of 
opinion that the solution of this problem 
lies in the direction indicated by the hon. 
Member for North-West Ham, and dwelt 
on by many speakers in both debates. 
We need, and we must get, the most 
capable single authority to manage all 
schools, so that there should be no hard 
and fast line drawn between primary 
and secondary education; and that there 
should be the freest access from one 
school to another, so that the children 
of the poorest many have the chance of 
rising to the highest education. 


I wish to bring before the House 
a striking illustration within the last 
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few days of the evils which will be 
worked by this Bill. The questions 
raised by this Bill have already been 
considered by one of the principal towns 
of this country. The borough council 
of Leeds have had this question before 
them, and I will venture to lay before 
the House the facts of that discussion. 
The borough council of that town have 
an available surplus of nearly £2,000 of 
the whisky money, which they can apply 
to those purposes to which it is applicable. 
The Leeds School Board, after the Cocker- 
ton judgment, had, like other school 
boards, declared their inability to con- 
tinue their evening and higher grade 
schools during the ensuing winter. 
Now, the other day the Association of 
Denominational Schools came before the 
city council with a scheme for creating 
twenty new evening or higher grade 
schools and classes, and asked some 
support for this scheme. They were 
met in a friendly spirit, and the matter 
was reserved for consideration. A pro- 
posal was then made on behalf of 
the friends of the school board, who 
naturally, I suppose, imagined that there 
would be waste and folly in setting up 
these additional schools when the schools 
which had been in existence up to the 
present time, and which could no longer 
be carried on after the Cockerton judg- 
ment, only needed to be supplied with 
money to be carried on, and it was sug- 
gested that the balance of the whisky 
money should be assigned to the school 
board to carry on its evening schools. 
That was an illustration worth having, 
because it had often been said that if 
they went to a municipal authority they 
would get rid of party and sectarian 
questions and all sources of friction. 
But this proposal was met with the 
greatest hostility, and there was a violent 
and acrimonious debate, which a member 
of the council summed up in {these 


words— 


“ 4 more miserable, pettifogging debate on 
an important subject he had never listened 
to in the council. They had had the leader 
of the Conservative party dealing with the 
matter entirely politically. N y ) 
of sympathy was dropped from him with 
regard to the broader questions of education. 
Board: No body had changed less in its 


complexion, and the city was satisfied with its 
work. Then why should they make an im- 


Mr. Channing. 
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Nota single word | 


With regard to general education in | 
the city, what objection was there to the school | 


(No. 2) Bill. 1404 


| portant body like that subservient to the 
council ? ” - 
Irefer to this matter because it demon- 
strates the fact that, so far from sweep- 
ing away sectarian and other animosities, 
the Government are only aggravating 
‘them by a policy of this kind. We 
know perfectly well what the whole edu- 
cational policy of the Government has 
been. I do not wish to speak on this ques- 
tion from a party point of view, but I do 
say, apart from party, as a firm friend of 
education for many years, I condemn the 
policy of the Government. During the 
past six years their only policy has been 
to cut down and destroy from end to 
end, from one stage to another, from 
minute to minute, and from regulation 
to regulation, until by a series of re- 
strictions they have attempted to dimi- 
nish the chances of the poor getting the 
highest and best education. When | 
think of the State of Massachusetts, 
where the best education—elementary, 
manual, technical, and scientific—is given 
with a free hand to everybody from five 
years of age up to twenty-one, and com- 
pare that with the educational system of 
this country, | wish we could deal with 
this question in a wiser and_ broader 
aspect than is shown in the proposals of 
His Majesty’s Government. In conclu- 
sion, I say that this Bill is a retrograde 
Bill and a dangerous Bill; that we 
should postpone the question of authority, 
which ought not to be prejudged by 
anything in this Bill. It is a question 
which needs the most profound considera- 
tion of members of this House, deserving 
of a full session to itself, and I say that 
to hurry on this Bill and deprive the poor 
of their educational opportunities, to 
limit and restrict the whole machinery 
for the intellectual equipment of the 
country, and to deal a deadly blow, as 
this Bill is meant to do, at the popular 
‘control of education, is a crime against 
the children of the country and against 
the national interest. 


*Mr. EVELYN CECIL (Aston Manor) : 
The hon. Member who has just sat down 
has told us that the best way of solving 
the educational problem which constantly 
haunts us is that there should be peace. 
I quite agree that that would be an 
|admirable solution, but unfortunately 
| what the hon. Member requires is peace 
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on his own terms. He told us what his{ has at last been brought to a crisis. 
own terms were. He told the House|[I have no special hostility to school 
that his terms virtually amounted to! boards. Hon Members opposite have 
the apotheosis of the school boards, and | represented others and myself as having 
those are terms which the thoughtful | violent hostilities to school boards. 
opinion of this country could not possibly | and as trying to crush education for the 
accept. The hon. Member for North Cam- | working “classes. No greater slander 
berwell drew a rather harrowing picture could have been repeated. I am most 
of an old lady of ninety who was now going | anxious that every child in this country 
to school, and who would be deprived | who shows a particular genius in any 
hy this Act of the advantages she was particular direction should have an 
now enjoying. I have the greatest | opportunity of developing that genius 
possible respect for the old lady, but I} in elementary schools, of obtaining 
cannot help asking what precise national | scholarships for higher schools, and of 
advantages would be gained if she were | passing on through secondary education 
allowed to continue her education at the | to something which will suit his career. 
national expense. We have had some [| would give an opportunity to every 
very violent language used upon this ques- | child who was likely to develop special 
tion. Last March I find that at the meet- | abilities in ’any particular way to develop 
ing in Cardiff, a well known gentleman | those abilities to the utmost of his power. 
from Rochdale, speaking of the Cocker- 
ton judgment, said he regarded it as 
against the law and the facts of the case, 
because he said the facts were not before 
the court at the time of the judgment. 


Perhaps I may be allowed to illustrate 
my attitude towards school boards by 
an anecdote of the late Lord Chief 
Justice Coleridge. When as an under- 


aie ae # Mises aving | graduate at Oxford he appeared before 
And so far from the school board having Gin. bed: of his college andthe titers 


B I J > law “4 c 4 e . 
gone heyond ~ seied mey bat -_ even} at the end ofa term, Dr. Jenkins, 
come up to their powers provided by the Shes then Mkater of Mitel acid“ te 
statute. I do not think I could find a C 1 is le 1 ‘1 ale ao hich eis 
statement to beat that, either from the | “O'e™C8® ee ee eee 

of you, the tutors have a_ very 


point of view of prejudice or impudence, rl gener fy tl Mg 
and this gentleman would be the last i Pi space “oe vege: a anaes 
person in the world to whom I would | 7° 2#V¢ t ae ue* tae rei dag 
trust the settlement of this political but none o in rae ay eit 2 That of 
problem. I was very much surprised | YOU 28 you Have of yourse’. _— 
that this gentleman did not bring the precisely what I would like to say to the 
facts into the Court of Appeal, when school boards. The opinion they hold of 
the case was ttied there but a hes themselves is much higher than that 
had done so I do not think that the | held of them by high-minded education- 
judgment of the Court of Appeal would ists. I do want to supersede the school 
have been different from what it was | boards as far as secondary education is 
But I rise to-night somewhat in self- | concerned. The wags Mesaeen 
justification. I have been actively engaged | €X!St8_ 1S a very serious actor in the 
in assisting the Camden School to bring | S!ttation, and the competition which 
this matter before the law courts and | atises between the school boards and the 
this House, and I am not in the least | present technical education authority, 
ashamed of the action I have taken | Wittingly or unwittingly, is very detri- 
from the point of view of a sincere | mental to both secondary and elementary 
education. I have had innumerable 


educationist. I took up the question | eS ; : 

even a considerable time before my | opportunities of talking this matter over 

noble friend the Member for Greenwich, | When T was a member of the London 

who only joined the Committee formed School Board, and since, with teachers 

just before the trial to deal with |!" the elementary schools in London, 

the legal expenses incurred. My | and frequently they have complained 
~ | to me when the school board have added 


desire is that secondary education | ; 
shall be put on a_ proper footing, | another subject to be taught. They say 


and, if that is the result, educational | that they have not the time, and that 
enthusiasts will feel glad that this matter | they cannot conveniently put it into 
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the school hours except by leaving out a 
more elementary subject. Therefore 


the secondary education they are obliged 
to teach is often done at the expense 
of the elementary education for which 
school boards exist. The object of 
school boards seems to be to thrust on as 
many subjects as possible, to show to any 
visitor who enters the honours board 
containing the names and showing 
the number of scholarships which have 
been obtained by that particular school. 
That is a very laudable ambition from 
one point of view, but not from the 
point of view of a person who wants 
to ensure a good groundwork of elemen- 
tary education. For this reason I am 
very much in favour of superseding 
school boards so far as secondary educa- 
tion is concerned. School boards do 
not appear to take a proper perspective 
of the situation, and they are much too 
apt to limit their energies to endeavouring 
to get a reputation of keenness for eduea- 
tion. That again is laudable enough, 
but when that keenness is exerted 
at the expense of a sound elementary 
education it becomes much less laud- 
able in the end. 


If this Bill is the preliminary, as I hope 
it is, to establishing a proper secondary 
education organisation, the school boards 
would devote themselves more tho- 
roughly to give that admirable ground- 
work of elementary education which is 
one of the things I have most valued in 
my own life. I believe that public opinion 
is veering in the direction I have indicated. 
Public opinion is thoroughly keen that 


{COMMONS} 
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I have no objection to some element of 
special representation being put upon the 
secondary education authority. The 
people who stand at school board elections 
are not always the best experts for ad- 
vanced education. The best experts for 
advanced education are not, as a rule, 
persons who will run the gauntlet of 
| election platforms, and they are often too 
/much occupied in other concerns to do 
| this. But you may possibly induce such 
| men to serve on an educational authority 
|if they are co-opted, and not given the 
| trouble of putting forward their opinions 
upon public platforms. The services of 
such men would be a most valuable 
element in any secondary authority that 
| may be set up. 

| With regard to this Bill I will not pre- 
i tend that I contemplate it with absolute 
| satisfaction and equanimity. [ would 
‘like to have seen a much more compre- 
| hensive measure brought in much earlier 


} 
js 


| in the session, to set up a single authority, 
such as this Bill aims at, for secondary and 
| elementary education. At the same time 
| I think this Bill does point in that direc- 
i tion, for it is a Bill which, I venture to 
think, involves the principle of setting up 
the county councils as the secondary 
education authority, and as, perhaps, 
the general education authority in the 
end, notwithstanding any statement that 
has been made from the Front Bench 
to the contrary effect. That is one 
reason why I shall vote for this Bill. 1 
think it involves a principle which is a 
| right one, and which is the best principle 
‘for ultimately setting our education upon 
/a proper basis. Upon those grounds | 








secondary education should be properly | am glad this Bill has been brought in, and 
administered in this country, in order | [ trust that it will be successfully pushed 
to compete with the commercial indus- | through, and passed into law. I object 
tries of foreign countries, and if they to a_ Bill which would be merely 
think that, I believe that they will not a Cockerton Legalisatio: Bill, and I 
in the end hesitate to say that that edu-| do not approve of the Bill introduced 
cation should be put into the hands of an) by the hon. Baronet the Member 
authority which can take a proper per- | for Northwich, because I think that 





spective of the whole situation, and not a 
partial perspective, as most members of 
the school boards do take. The House 
should realise who some of the members 
of the school boards are, and how little 
of education they have had before the 
election. They are often elected on a 
party ery, and it is not at all surprising 
that school; boards do not always take a 
broadminded view of the whole situation. 


Mr. Evelyn Cecil. 


| school boards are not the best secondary 
education authority. 1 believe it would 
be a mistake to pass any such Bill. It 
is pointed out that school boards have 
vested interests, and my opinion is that 
if such a Bill were passed they would 
occupy the next few months endeavour- 
ing to strengthen their position. That 
would only be the natural generalship of 
every wise commander. He would be 
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throwing up earthworks all the time, 
and looking about him to raise such an 
agitation as was possible. {[ understand 
from what has fallen from hon. Gentle- 
men opposite that the Bill which has been 
foreshadowed for next session will meet 
with very great opposition on their part. 
If so, we must and will fight out this 
question again as to whether the school 
boards or the authority now proposed is 
to dominate secondary education. I 
trust that the Bill which will be intro- 
duced will make the organisation of 
secondary education perfectly satisfac- 
tory, that it will be brought in boldly 
and unflinchingly very early in the next 
session, and that the Government will 
succeed in getting its Second Reading 


{9 Jury 1901} 
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I think, Sir, that, after all, the 
more important question before the 


House is the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman in moving the Second Read- 
ing. I am not going to characterise that 
speech in the way it deserves, for from 
his own side he has been castigated 
enough ; but I do not believe that we 
shall have in this country educational 
peace and educational progress so long 
as in the capacity of Vice-President of 
the Council of Education the right hon. 
Gentleman adorns that bench. In his 
speech the right hon. Gentleman was 
good enough to quote an extract without 
head or tail, or without direct reference 
to the subject, from a portion of the 
Report of the Royal Commission of which 





before next Easter. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): | 
The opinion expressed upon this question 
by the hon. member who has just sat 
down will have to be discounted from the 
fact that at one time he occupied a 
prominent position as one of the leaders 
of the Moderate party upon the London 
School Board, and he sueceeded in re- 
stricting the work of that board not only 
in regard to secondary education, but 
also in regard to primary instruction. 
Therefore, whatever the respect I may 
have for the hon.Member personally, I am 
bound to set him aside as an authority 
upon the question before the House. 
The question which the House has more 
immediately to deal with I do not con- 
sider to be the principle of the subordina- 
tion of the school boards to the county and 
horough councils. That principle is, no 
doubt, in the Bill, but it is there as a 
temporary measure, and if it is to be 
attirmed permanently it will have to be 
discussed at great length in the House 
on a subsequent occasion. Having re- 
gard to the precious time of this ebbing 
session, | think it would have been 
better to leave the discussion of that 
principle until the bigger Bill is brought 
in, and in the meantime, by some local 
governmental device, or by some power 
placed in the hands of the Board of Edu- 
cation, to have enabled the schools now 
in jeopardy to escape that jeopardy for 
such a period of time as must elapse 
before the passing of a more compre- 
hensive Bill. 








I was a member, and he led the House to 
believe that in 1895 I assented to the 
subordination of the school boards to 
county and borough councils. The right 
hon. Gentleman is inaccurate uninten- 
tionally, of course, What the Commis- 
sion agreed upon, and what I signed as 
part of the unanimous finding of the 
Commission, was to this effect, that. 
supposing a local secondary education 
authority were set up which should con- 
sist partly of county and borough 
councils and partly of school ‘boards in 
county boroughs, then the work of the 
higher grade schools in county boroughs 
might fairly be brought into co-relation 
with the work of the other schools in 
those county boroughs, and that the 
secondary education authority of the 
county borough might have power to 
say whether or not a higher grade school 
or a classical grammar school was 
specially wanted in that borough. But 
we were careful to state that in most 
cases the management of and finances of 
the higher grade schools were to remain 
with the school board. The position 
before the House is that, unless within 
twelve months from the date set forth 
in the Bill a new local authority with 
new powers and new revenues be created, 
then at the end of twelve months the 
higher grade schools and evening con- 
tinuation schools for advanced subjects 
will come to an end, and there will be no 
substituteforthose in the countryat large. 
It may be said that it is the intention of 
the Government to meet that contin- 
gency. I believe that may be the case. 
| believe it is the intention of the Govern- 
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ment to bring in a Bill in the next twelve | 
months to prevent a large number of | 
scholars being without educational 
homes, so to speak, But it is impossible 
to rely on the Government being able 
to fulfil such a promise, and I quite 
anticipate that at the end of twelve 
months we shall be confronted with 
a Bill to extend this Act for another 
twelve months, and so we shall go on 
nibbling at this matter in a most incom- | 
plete and unsatisfactory way. As to the 
Evening School Minute, so far as I can 
make out, at the end of twelve months 
we cannot have a school board providing 
secondary evening continuation educa- 
tion, we cannot havea technical education 
committee providing elementary educa- 
tion as well, and the only kind of evening 
education the school board can supply 
after the twelve months will be elemen- 
tary continuation education for persons 
under fifteen years of age. 


Education 


'- That is the situation to which we are 
brought, and we are brought to it by the 
Cockerton judgment. We are told it is 
the duty of the Board of Education, from ' 
which they cannot escape, to bring their | 
regulations into accord with the Cocker- 
ton judgment. What is the Cockerton 
judgment ? A judgment which is the 
result of a microscopic examination of 
acts in one case thirty years old, and in 
another twenty-four years old—Acts | 
conceived early in the establishment of , 
national education. It has been dis- 
covered that school boards have gone | 
outside the limits of their statutory 
powers, and this has been discovered by. 
interested opponents, by proprietors of | 
schools anxious to maintain the high | 
fees charged for subjects which a school | 
board, for the general benefit of the. 
locality in which it is placed, wishes to 
teach at a low fee. We are told that the 
duty of the Board of Education is not to 
introduce a Bill to amend the law, but to 
introduce an evening continuation school 
code to reduce and narrow the practice 
of school boards to what the law of 
thirty years ago has been declared to be. 
That is the high ideal taken of its duty 
by the Board of Education. We have 
had in the course of the debate intima- 
tions from many quarters that all the | 
mischief of the Cockerton judgment | 
might have been and could be repaired by | 
the. operation of the Endowed Schools | 


\ 
Mr. Youail. 
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' school. 


/members of the learned professions. 


the classical and literary type. 
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Acts and the technical education com- 
mittees. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Vice-President of the Council has often 
refused to interpret the law on the 
subject, but he has now given his own 
version of the law as to the effect of the 
Cockerton judgment upon high grade 
schools. He has told us that in only a 
very few cases would the children in the 
higher grade schools be damaged if these 
schools ceased to be in existence ; and he 
has also said that the children might 
have been accommodated in the endowed 
grammar schools. It has been the outcry 
of the masters of these schools, and it was 
given in evidence before a Royal Com- 
mission that you cannot usefully pro- 
mote from a public elementary school 
to an endowed grammar school a_ boy 
unless you take him from the elementary 
school at about the age of ten or eleven 
years; and why? Because there is no 
dovetailing of the curricula in the case 
of the public elementary education and 
the endowed grammar school. When 
a boy goes with a scholarship from a 
public elementary school to an endowed 
grammar school at twelve he finds himself 
for at least twelve months out of harmony 
with his surroundings. It is admitted 
that many of these scholarship boys do 
not make the best use of their oppor- 
tunities because they are not in the best 
kind of schools for the purpose. 

Other speakers have dwelt upon the 
point that it is advisable that secondary 
education should be given in a secondary 
I think the preliminary to the 
secondary school is the preparatory 
school. The whole educational course 
seems to lead towards the learned 
professions. It is not in the interest 
of this country to multiply the 
We 
have abundant evidence of this in the 
ease of Belgium which has been multi- 
plying unduly facilities for education of 
The result 
is that in Belgium the members of 
learned professions are so numerous 
and the competition is so great that it 
is difficult for a doctor or a lawyer in 
that country to get as much as £150 a 
year. That is what would result from 
the multiplication of grammar school 
scholarships and the encouragement of 
elementary school boys to pass into the 
endowed grammar school of the classical 
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and literary type. That, | understand, 
is the wish of the Government and the 
Vice-President of the Council. They 
wish to take a leap from the elementary- 
schools to the endowed schools. It 
is true that some of the endowed gram- 
mar schools have added a modern side 
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to their curricula, but that is a mere. 


pretext for receiving county council 
grants. The wish of the Government, 
as interpreted by the right hon. Gentle- 
man is that boys should be taken from 
their homes, sent to the endowed 
grammar schools, and fitted to enter 
the learned professions. Then they 
would be stranded without the entrance 
fees necessary to enter the professions, 
and without the means, either by 
themselves or their parents, to main- 
tain them through the probationary 
period of the professions. Some of 
them are to go to the universities. 
What happens in the case of a poor 
man’s son who goes with scholarships 
to the University of Cambridge without 
capital to maintain him ? 
Oxford or Cambridge, such men become 
wasters, wastrels, wrecks and waifs along 
the shore of life in hundreds of cases. 
They have the church to enter and a 
curacy is the last resort. They may 
enter with the rank of usher in one of 
the poorer endowed grammar schools 
and receive a living of £70 or £80 a 
year, 


go a great deal beyond the scope of the 


Bill. 


*Mr. YOXALL: I will endeavour to 
bring my speech into harmony with the 
Bill. The higher grade schools are 
those which should be maintained and 
extended, and which the Bill does not 
at all extend. Those are the schools 
to which the clever elementary schoolboy 
ought to go. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is not a Bill 
dealing with the whole question of 
secondary education. 


*Mr. YOXALL: Until we can have 
higher grade schools put on a permanent 
footing and conducted on lines to meet 
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have a proper system. ‘The continuation 
schools are not permanently maintained 
at all by the Bill before the House. 
In my opinion the Bill is at least one 
to be amended, and | would express 
the hope that when the House comes 
to consider the Bill in Committee we 
shall manifest no strong party feeling 
on the matter. I hope the Bill will be 
amended and brought more into accord 
with the needs of the situation. Several 
Amendments have been foreshadowed 
in the debate, and some of these I hope 
to bring before the Committee. 1 hope 
that those who are earnestly actuated by 
the desire to make the best of the present 
situation will bring forward Amendments 
which will receive the sympathy of 
the House, and if possible the approval 
of the country. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.): I 


hope I shall not be wasting time if 1 


call attention at the beginning of the 


On leaving . 


few remarks | have to make to the history 
of the situation in which we now find 
ourselves. We are all agreed that the 
situation is one of extreme difficulty and 
embarrassment. What is the situation 


so far as the board schools are con- 
cerned! ‘There have been set up 
in a certain number of boroughs 


throughout the country schools giving 
education, which cannot be described as 
other than secondary education, to chil- 


dren, if they can be called children, who 
*Mr. SPEAKER: These considerations | 


state of things come about ? 


are kept there until they are sixteen or 
seventeen years of age. How did that 
It came 


‘about partly by what I may call the 
‘spontaneous course of natural develop- 


ment, and partly from other causes 
which I will describe later. I remember 
about the year 1885 going to Man- 
chester on an official mission, and in 
pursuance of my duty I visited a 
higher grade school which had recently 
been established there. As an old 


-Member of the London School Board, I 


was much interested by what I saw there 
and very much pleased by the enthusiasm 
displayed by the teachers, and I was a 
little puzzled at the same time to know 


i how it was that the school board was 


able to carry on this particular work. 
The explanation given to me was that it 
was quite true that it was difficult to find 


the wants of the district you cannot definite authority for spending the rates 
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upon this school within the limits of the | tary education only, and not to cover 
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Education Act, but that all the 
scholars paid fees, and that the 
school received large grants from the 
Science and Art Department. The 
course was confined almost entirely to 
scientific education. From these two, 


sources the revenue was sufficient, and 


more than sufficient, to pay for the main- | 


tenance of the school, Although it was 
true that the education was being 
carried on in schools erected out of the 
rates, that was not considered of so much 
gravity as to prevent the schools being 
carried on. That was a perfectly true 
ascount of the case, and no doubt this 
school did in the then imperfect state of 
things develop secondary 
and did an exceedingly useful work. 


education, | 


That example was followed by other | 


towns, but, as we all know, since the 
period when fees were abolished all 
pretence that these schools are self- 
supporting has entirely disappeared. 
Further there has been a_ develop- 


ment of that curious spirit — of 
corporate ambition which grows up 
in a popularly elected body, and 


which, having been popularly elected, 
seems to think it has powers and autho- 
rity which sets it entirely above the 
statute of which it is the creature, and is 
supposed to be the instrument. That 
kind of corporate ambition seized upon a 
large number of the more important 
school boards of the country, and they 


have established those schools of which I | 


have spoken. 

I do not at all wish to disparage 
these schools. 
heart of those who set them up, and 
I believe they have commanded and 
deserved the respect and the affection, 
if I may use the word, of a large number 
of the citizens in the midst of whom they 
are planted, and I believe from the bottom 
of my heart that they have, at all events 
in those towns where there is no adequate 


system of secondary education existing, | 


done useful and, I would say, necessary 
work, All the same, when the question 
comes to be decided as to whether there 
was any power to spend the rates upon 
schools of that kind the natural result 
ensued. It is discovered, apparently to 
the surprise of those who have assisted in 
promoting and encouraging these schools, 
that the rates are intended for elemen- 


Mr. Bond. 


They are very dear to the | 


the kind of education given in these 
schools to young persons who cannot 
properly be described as children. I do 
not myself believe that the surprise of 
some of the supporters of these schools 
is as great as they have tried from time to 
time to make out, for | am quite certain 
that some of the most strenuous suppor- 
ters of these schools knew that they were 
going beyond their statutory powers, the 
London School Board being a notorious 
example. They have extended the sphere 
of their authority by setting up as many 
schools as they could, and entrenching 
themselves in the field of secondary 
education, with the deliberate intention of 
putting forward a claim to be the 
secondary education authority, which it 
was seen would sooner or later be estab- 
lished in the country. ‘Those bodies have 
gone deliberately to work, with their eyes 
perfectly open, to use the ratepayers’ 
money in a manner which they more 


than half suspected was illegal. | 
want to know why it is that we 


should feel for these particular efforts 
of the school boards any peculiar kind 
of sympathy. We will acknowledge 
that they are actuated by good 
educational motives. We will acknow- 
ledge that to a certain degree, though not 
universally, what they have done has 
been for the benefit of education as a 
whole ; but to my mind it is a surprising 
thing that a large body of Members ot 
Parliament should set themselves to say 
that taxation illegally imposed without 
the consent of those upon whom it is 
imposed is a thing rather to applaud than 
to condemn. There was a time when 


‘that doctrine would have been received 





in this House with very different feelings. 
I recollect something in regard to ship- 
money in the seventeenth century. [| 
say it the descendants of Hampden or 
Pym were here we should have short 
work made of the contention that be- 
cause the end was good we should at 
once excuse the school boards for taxing 
their fellow-citizens without the sanction 
of the law. Therefore I think that some 
of the sympathy which has been be- 
stowed upon the condition in which the 
school boards find themselves is very 
much misplaced, and, while we are bound 
to see that the schools which have been 
so established are not ruthlessly swept 
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away, we should endeavour either to|1 must confess, that a member of this 
pass a statute which will very largely | House, who was at the head of a great 
extend the sphere of operations of the| Department, should practically boast 
school boards or to provide some tem-| to the House that he had lent his autho- 
porary measure which would allow those | rity and the authority of his office to 
schools to be kept on hand until what | countenancing certain bodies, over whom 
would be a better educational authority | he was supposed to have control and 
1s established in every district to take | supervision, in doing what was recog- 
under its wing every kind of public edu-| nised as an entirely illegal act. It 
cation in that particular district. The city | is partly for that reason that 
of which I am one of the representatives I was not desirous of seeing this correc- 
in this House brought forward a private tive or permissive power handed over to 
Bill this year for the purpose of consoli- | the Board of Education. There was the 
dating the educational authority in that other course which the hon. Baronet oppo- 
city, and the intention was that the school | site proposed in his Bill, and that was to 
Board should be merged in the city | allow the school boards to get, whether 
council, and that the whole of the edu-| for a given term or indefinitely, power 
cation of the city should, in as far as it is | to continue to do the work they are 
assisted by public money, be placed in | doing in spite of the disclosure which the 
the hands of a committee composed in} Cockerton judgment brought about. 
the manner indicated in the Bill—a com- | I confess that if that Bill had commended 
mittee more or less on the lines of that | itself to the mind of the Government, 
new authority which was contemplated | and if the term of grace, if I may use the 
in the Bill introduced the other day by | phrase, had been for a convenient period, 
the Government, and which, I am sorry | I should not have very much grumbled 
to say, was, to my chagrin and disap-| at the course taken, and I should have 
pointment, withdrawn from the cog-| been prepared to vote for the measure. 
nisance of the House. The Government have taken a different 

The Bill before us, though not an ideal view, and I think that upon the whole the 
Bill, is upon the whole the best of the | course which they now recommend to 
three courses open. I put aside the ques- the House is the one which is the wisest 
tion of entrusting the Board of Education | under the circumstances. I do not at all 
with the difficult task of determining | deny that it will create a certain amount 
whether or not any given school should | of friction in some cases. I do not deny 
be carried on in a given district, partly | that to some it will be very galling to 
because I think it would impose too much | have to go to another authority to sanc- 
work on that board and partly because, | tion the continuance of that part of their 
! confess, | have no great confidence in | work which has been questioned, but it is 
the Board of Education in regard to these | after all a thing that they have brought 
matters. If it was an astonishing thing upon themselves. [An HON. MEMBER: No. | 
for me, as it was, to hear Members plead- | Yes, “ these violent delights have violent 
ing deliberately for the illegal action of | ends.” If people deliberately set them- 
their friends on the school boards, it was | selves to go beyond the sphere of their 
even more surprising to hear the cheers | authority, and to engage in work which is 
that greeted the declaration of my, manifestly ultra vires, they must expect 
right hon. friend the Member for Dart- | at some time or other to be called to 
ford, who said that he knew perfectly | account for what they are doing. In 
well that the expenditure of money in | those cases where the action of school 
this direction was not legal, and who | boards is approved in the districts the 
rather gloried in the fact that he had | sanction of borough or county council 
lent his countenance to the establish- | will be ungrudgingly given, but where 
ment and maintenance of these schools. | the work of the school board is not ap- 
[Cheers.] I hear that cheer, and I see | proved there will be a certain amount of 
the lawbreakers on the other side, who : friction and difficulty. It is not un- 
are exhilarated at the idea that they | reasonable, however, that when a school 
have a high official here and there to’ board wishes to continue work under- 
countenance their illegal proceedings. | taken without authority that the board 
It seems to me rather a shocking thing, should go to the authority which repre- 

| 
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sents those whose money they have up ‘tion, or who have been long engaged in 
to this time been spending without their | educational work. [Cries of ‘ No.” 
consent. If there is to be any check or| Well, I need only refer to the speech of 
controlling authority, it must be the! that expert educationist, the hon. Mem- 
authority contemplated in the Bill. The | ber for North-West Ham. 

question is one of extreme difficulty, and | I appeal to the First Lord of the 
not to be solved without a good deal of Treasury to take this matter into his 
discomposure and discontent on one side} own hands, and agree to a slight 
or the other. I do not feel that school | alteration I have to propose in the 
boards are especially deserving of com-| words of the Bill, which will enable 
miseration, though | am anxious that | the friends of education on both sides of 
their work should not be destroyed while lthe House to come together and by 
w better plan is under consideration. | unanimous agreement define the con- 
Pending a future proposal, the plan of the | ditions under which the higher elemen- 
Government should be adopted, and with-| tary education of the working classes 


Education 





out hesitation I shall support it. 


*Mr. MATHER: As the Bill stands, 
it must be admitted that it has received 
from both sides of the House 
the greatest condemnation on educa- 
tional grounds. This is a question 
which affects not only the Members of 
this House and the Government, but 
every community throughout the length 
and breadth of the land. The Bill as 
it stands is called, 1 suppose by courtesy, 
an “* Education Bill.” Well, anything 
less associated with education, apart from 
the purely mechanical connection with it, 
I cannot imagine. It would not promote 


or increase education in any sense of the | 


word. It cannot increase the zeal of the 
educationist, and it does not afford an 


opportunity for advancing education. | 
it is merely an ingenious | 


In fact, 
device of the Vice-President of the 
Council to overcome a temporary 
difficulty, about which 
great deal too much has been made on 
both sides of the House, created by a 
decision of three or four judges of the 
land on what is known as the Cockerton 
case. That decision does not in the 
slightest degree reflect upon the wisdom 
of the Education Department in former 
days, or of anyone in charge of the 
institutions created by the Act of 1870, 
or on the bona fides of the school 
boards. It is purely a temporary 
difficulty, unexpected quite as much by 
the Board of Education as by any school 
board. The halting and hesitating ad- 
hesion which the hon. Gentleman who 


I think a} 


|is to be continued, as heretofore, for one 


| year, as a temporary expedient pending 
ithe passing of a large measure 
/next year. I feel that I have 
| some claim to make such a suggestion 
| without presumption, having—as my 
| hon. and learned friend the Member 


{ 


for North Hackney has stated to the 
| House—assisted the then Conservative 
|Government to pass the Technical 
Instruction Act of 1889—an Act of 
} far-reaching importance. The Bill had 
, been thrown into the waste paper basket, 
/but I rescued it and proposed some 
Amendments upon it which the Govern- 
mentof the day accepted. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dartford, 
'who was then Vice-President of the 
Council of Education, warmly welcomed 
my assistance, and with the co-operation 
of a few honourable members on this 
side of the House he passed the Bill in 
the last three days of the session. Now, 
with the alterations which 1 venture to 
| propose in the words of Clause 1 of the 
present Bill, we could agree on both sides 
of the House to pass this Bill for one 
year, so that all the questions in regard 
;to higher elementary and secondary 
/education may be raised together next 
| year. 


It has been said by several speakers, 
| notably by the Vice-President of the 
Council, that it is known now and 
determined by the Cockerton decision 
/where primary education ceases and 
| higher g elementary education begins. 
iI deny that in toto. For the work- 
ey classes in this country it is neces- 


has last spoken gave to this Bill, is the} sary to-day to provide a much higher 


strongest proof that the Bill stands con- | education 


than sufficed twenty-five 


demned by all those on the other side of | years ago, and more necessary still to 
the House who are associated with educa- | provide—following upon that primary 


Mr. Bond. 
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education—a better quality of higher 
elementary instruction. It is essential to 
the welfare of the working classes that 
provision should be made for scholars to 
pass in one and the same school through 
the primary to the higher elementary 
stage, to enable them afterwards to 
enter the evening technical 
when they have gone to work, and where 
they can avail themselves of the classes 
which will help them to obtain greater 
knowledge in regard to the trades they 
follow. That higher elementary educa- 
tion can only be imparted in the public 
elementary schools; it cannot be im- 
parted in the secondary schools. There 
is one feature in connection with the 
working classes of this country which 
does not obtain in Germany, America, 
or Switzerland, and other countries from 
which we derive our knowedge of the 
higher grade secondary schools. The 
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schools H 


children of the working classes in this , 


country are intensely anxious to get to 
work; that lies at the root of their 
character. They have an enormous 
umount of energy, and they want to 
earn a living. Therefore our elementary 
schools ought to be the schools in which 
the same boy may pass from primary 
instruction, up to the age of sixteen, 
before going to work for a living—if 
the parents are sufficiently patriotic 
and dutiful to keep them to that age— 
to the higher elementary classes, in 
which there is a large admixture of 
elementary science, natural history, 
drawing and commercial geography. 
Between this stage of higher elementary 
instruction and secondary education, 
which is less a requirement of the 
working classes than of those who are 
entering on commercial pursuits, there is 


a distinct dividing line in the school life. | 


1 speak entirely of the interests of the 


working-class children, of whom some five | 


millions are in daily attendance in the 
schools of England and Wales. Not more 
than ten per cent. of these children can be 
induced to pass out of the elementary 
schools into the higher elementary schools 


or graded schools as separate from the | 


public elementary schools. Schoolmasters | 


and managers alike deplore that parents | 


are indifferent to secondary schools. In 


the Swiss system this fact was recog-. 


nised years ago. There, the managers 
of the elementary schools require to 


| 
| 
| 
} 
} 
| 
‘ 
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know whether a boy or girl intends to 
finish his or her school education in 
the first school; and if they do that, 
they are allowed to go on for a year 
or two longer into the higher elemen- 
tary stage in the same school. where they 
obtain some knowledge of science, draw- 
ing, and natural history. If the children 
mean to go on to the secondary school, 
they are obliged to leave the elementary 
school a year or two earlier. In this way 
the children of the industrial population 
can complete their education up to the 
age of sixteen in one school. That is a 
system which we are bound to adopt in 
this country. The whole of my life has 
been devoted to the idea of training the 
children of the working classes and 
making them fit for the work which they 
are destined to follow. I have never 
desired to lift them above labour, but I 
have always desired to encourage educa- 
tion for combining labour with intelli- 
gence. I contend that the school boards, 
and the voluntary schools which have 
followed in the track of the school boards, 
have done splendid service during the 
last twenty-five years in this direction, 
and their work should not be impeded 
or arrested. 

Now, with regard to the Bill before 
the House, my suggestion is that in the 
thirteenth line of Clause 1, after the word 
‘held’ all the words to the end of the 
clause should be struck out, and the 
following words inserted: ** Shall supply 
to the school board the means to carry 
on for a period of one year from that 
day the work of such school or class 
to the same extent and on the same 
conditions as at present exist, subject 
to the regulations of the Board of Educa- 
tion.” That is all that is required to bring 
the House into one line. Lask the right 
hon. Gentleman to adopt that sugges- 
tion. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
K.): Will the right hon. Gentleman 
read the clause as he would propose that 
it should stand ? 

The would 


clause 


Mr. MATHER: 
read thus— 


“Where a school board has at any time 
during the twelve months immediately preced- 
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ing the thirty-tirst day of July, one thousand | 
nine hundred and one, maintained out of the 
school fund any school or class to the main- 
tenance of which the school fund is not lawfully 
applicable, the council of the county or county 
borough within which the school or class is 
held, or[with the sanction of the Board of 
Education] any other local authority under the 
Technical Instruction Acts, 1889 and 1891, for 
the district within which the school or class is 
held, shall supply to the school board the 
means to carry on for the period of one year 
from that day the work of the school or class 
to the same extent and on the same conditions 
as at present subject to the regulations of the | 
Board of Education.” 

The Board of Education is the paramount 
educational authority, and can by regu- 
lations in a perfect way satisfy the whole 
of the requirements and _ difficulties 
raised by the Cockerton case. As busi- 
ness men interested in education and 
curhest in improving it, why should they 
go on quibblingon both sides ofthe House, 
spending two days over the Second Read- 
ing of this Bill and two days or more over 
Amendments? All that is absurd and 
ridiculous in the eyes of the civilised 
world. [ had some American friends 
here yesterday, and they were astounded 
at the way we were proceeding in regard 
to this education question. I hope 
that my proposal will at least receive 
consideration, for | have no doubt the 
unanimous desire of the House is to 
advance popular education in the best 
possible way. IL refer my hon. friend 
the Member for North Hackney to my 
Amendment on the Technical Instruction 
Bill in 1889. | was particularly careful 
in preparing it, and finally it was fixed at : 
“The local authority shall give to the 
school boards the means to carry out 
technical instruction.” Since that time 
no local authority in any part of the coun- 
try, administering technical instruction. 
has denied to school boards the means to 
‘arry on elementary technical education, 
and there has never been the slightest 
friction between the two bodies. 

I would remind the House that if 
there is a Cockerton case in regard to 
higher elementary education — being 
carried on by school boards owing to the 
recent judgment on the Act of 1870, I 
could get up another in regard to the 
Technical Instruction Act of 1889 if I 
took"the same means as were taken in 
the$Cockerton case. That Act was 
passed, not for elementary education at 
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all, but for technical instruction, and yet 
Mr. Mather, 
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under that Act elementary education 
has been carried on all over the country 
to this day. The local authorities 
strained the Act to do it, and I will tell 
the House why it became a necessity. | 
was astounded to find that in such an 


enlightened city as Birmingham _ boys 
and girls entered the technical schools 


worked under the Act, but came so ill- 
prepared, owing to their having left the 
elementary school too early, that the 
managers had to start elementary classes 
in the technical schools. Now that is 
distinctly against the provisions of the 
Technical Instruction Act. But it was 
necessary to teach the boys and girls 
reading, writing, and arithmetic before 
they could take part in the technical 
classes, and on that ground alone you 
could get another Cockerton judgment 
in regard to technical instruction. I 
enjoy the caustic wit of the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Council, and his pleasant 
anecdotes about dancing. I take all that, 
however, cum grano salis ; it relieves the 
monotony of debate on a somewhat 
prosaic question. [ accept with a certain 
amount of gratitude the manner in which 
the right hon. Gentleman treats this 
question. I know that in his heart he is 
as anxious as | am for the educational 
welfare of the country, only he has 
another way of expressing himself. ;.‘ 

The point I want to make to the First 
Lord of the Treasury is that the higher 
schools and classes now existing under 
the authority of the school boards are 
being carried on in the best way pending 
a change in the law, by which the whole 
education of the country may be ce- 
ordinated. All we have got to do is to 
come to some business-like arrangement 
that will free school boards from respon 
sibility of acting illegally for one year. 
My proposal will not interfere with the 
position of hon. Gentlemen opposite or 
of the Government, which can_ next 
year bring up the legislative proposals 
allocating to school boards only primary 
education, and putting the higher edv- 
cation upon the secondary school authe- 
rity, and so co-ordinating the* whole 
question of education. I feel that the 
grave situation of this country at the 
present time requires us to free our minds 
from mere party considerations, an 
to throw heart and soul into the great 
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cause of education. The House will 
pardon me for saying so, but being 
occupied with manufactures, especially 
with those which require great skill 
and the scientific application of new 
inventions to enable us to  com- 
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Member tor North Camberwell, but those 


' who have sat in the House since dinner 
‘this evening will admit that the debate 


had languished until the charming and 


‘attractive speech of the hon. Member 


pete with Germany and America, 1) 


know it will take twenty-five years 
before England, at any rate—I make an 
exception in favour of Scotland—is in a 


fit condition to make up the lee-way lost | 


during past generations in national | 
education. | feel we are on the brink of 


great changes; the country is going 
through the valley of the shadow in 
regard to commercial and industrial 
pursuits. We shall have to take a great 
deal of self-conceit out of ourselves. 
have new times to face, and we require 


We | 


Bill. 


new measures with which to face them, | 


and we require new educational methods. 
How can we, in this country, without a 
sound basis and groundwork of educa- 
tion use our working classes to carry out 
those great inventions which science is 
pouring on the world! We can hardly 
keep pace with them now, but the 
Americans have kept pace with them be- 
cause of their educational system. Some 
hon. Gentlemen say that the children 
of the working classes are spoiled by 
education, that they have been lifted 
above their station by education. ‘The 
Amerieans have thrown aside all that 
rubbish. They are flooding Europe 
with their products, and we cannot 
resist them. This is a great and serious 
matter. Let us not, in these cireum- 
stances, hesitate to come into one line— 
Liberal and Conservative; let us not 


separate on small matters such as are | 


contained in this Bill. I therefore 
appeal almost beseechingly to the First 
Lord of the Treasury not to let trifling 
obstacles stand in the way. Do not 
quench the smoking flax, but wherever 
you see a spark of zeal, nourish it and 
fan it into flame. In order to hold our 
position in the world it is of transcendent 
importance that we should utilise every 
boy’s and girl’s brains, wherever we 
can find them, to build up this nation 








to cope with the dangers which are ahead 
in the spirit of a wise and understanding 
people. 


*KarL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) ; This 





debate opened with a very impassioned 
and earnest oration from the hon. ! 


for Rossendale, to whom we have just 
listened, gave a most refreshing turn 
to it. ‘The whole of this debate, or rather 
the whole of that part which is in opposi- 
tion to this Bill, has been a storm in a 
tea-cup. ‘There never was a more 
prosaic situation than that with which 
we are attempting to deal by the present 
It is a situation often to be met 
with in private life. What have the school 
boards done ! They have made an illegal 
use of other people’s money. [Oh, oh 5} 
I do not say a wrongful use but an illegal 
use of other persons’ money; con- 
sciously or unconsciously that is what 
they have done, and they are extremely 
indignant because the Government, in- 
stead of leaving the school boards to the 
tender mercies of the law, insist upon 
their never adopting the same practice 
again without having first asked the 
consent of the trustees. It seems to me 
that the only alternative that has been 
suggested to that proposal of — the 
Government by the Opposition is that a 
Suspensory Bill should be passed allow- 
ing school boards to carry on in the 
future, as in the past, the work which 
has been declared illegal. 

An extraordinary fallacy has, run 
through several speeches of hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, who seem to imagine that, 
if they can prove that the illegality of 


which the school boards have been 
guilty has been sanctioned and en- 


couraged by the Education Department, 
they have disproved the necessity 
for this Bill. They have done nothing 
of the kind. All this Bill is intended to 
do is not to penalise the school boards, 
but to prevent certain irregularities 
being committed in the future, 
and the answer to the argument that we 
ought to pass a mere suspensory Bill is 
surely this, that by so doing we should 
be deliberately disregarding the unani- 
mous advice given by a Royal Com- 
mission appointed by the party opposite 
and presided over by the right hon. Mem- 
ber for South Aberdeen. It is perfectly 
true that Royal Commission never sug- 
gested that the authority set up to con- 
trol secondary education should be the 
same authority as is set up by this Bill ; 
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but they did lay down the principle that 
the evening schools and higher grade 
schools were both secondary schools, 
and that they should not be placed under 
the school boards. If we were to pass a 
suspensory Bill, therefore, we should be 
acting deliberately at variance with the 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission. 


Education 


I submit that this Bill is not an 
educational measure at all. The whole 
debate has been taken up by Members 
who treated the subject as if this was an 
educational Bill. It is nothing of the 
kind ; it is purely a financial measure, | 
and | hope it may be a means of intro- | 
ducing into the whole educational system | 
some of those methods of economy which , 
are so much required. [| am aware that 
economy is not a very popular doctrine 
to preach in this House, but I believe the 
true friends of education are not those 
who welcome indiscriminate expendi- 
ture, but those who insist that care 
shall be taken, so that the money shall 
be properly spent, and that the country 
gets a proper return for it. At the 
present time we hear a great deal of the 
apathy and even hostility which exist 
among the ratepayers. but nobody 
appears to have remarked that that 
apathy is largely caused, not by the 
absence of a desire for educational reform 
and progress, but by the feeling that we 
have long ago embarked in a sea of 
extravagance, without having any prac- j 
tical plan or system of education in view. 
Those who contribute the whole cost of 
our elementary education. and a great 
deal of the cost of such secondary educa- 
tion as we possess. derive no benefit 
whatever, and have no practical control 
of the expenditure, and those who 
get the whole benefit contribute no- 
thing, and have 1o expert knowledge 
of what is required for efficiency. So 
far as we make any progress at all in’ 
educational matters, that progress has 
been due entirely to the initiative of the 
educated and not to the protests of the 
uneducated and ignorant ; and it is a 
very remarkable fact that the Royal 
Commissioners depend almost entirely | 
in their hope of providing an efficient 
scheme of secondary education, not on| 
creating a supply to meet an existing 
demand, but on creating an artificial 
demand by providing a supply, We shall | 

Earl Perey. 
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never get the supply, and we shall never 
get rid of the apathy and hostility of the 
ratepayers until we show them that we 
have an intelligent system in view which 
is subject to economical control, and until 
we prove to their satisfaction and sense 
of equity that the objects to which that 
money is to be devoted are objects for 


which you can legitimately call upon the 


taxpayers to contribute. At present 
you are doing nothing of the kind. | 
defy anyone to discover the relative pro- 


| portions in which the various local and 


Imperial funds are at the present moment 
devoted to the different branches of the 
educational system or the relative pro- 
gress that is being made in _ each. 
A great deal of the ratepayers’ money 
has been frittered away either upon 
schools which compete one with another 
or upon people who are capable of pay- 
ing for their own and their children’s 
education if they choose to do so. So 
long as that goes on you will never get 
rid of this apathy, or enlist public 
opinion, as it is in Germany, on the side 
of reform. 

] am perfectly certain that the school 
board in throwing open these ever ing 
schools to everybody, indiscriminately, 
including adults and foreigners, does 
more harm than good, by forcing into 
the ranks of opposition many of the 
ratepayers who, if they were met in a 
reasonable spirit, would be the strongest 
advocates of a really sound system of 
educational reform. There is another 
question to the consideration of which 
L hope this Bill will lead, and that is the 
principles of taxation as applied to our 
educational system. At the present 
moment we are trying in vain to per- 
suade the ratepayers that the demands 
which the State may make upon them 
are the same in regard to secondary 
education as in regard to elementary 
education. The only real justification 
for free elementary education is of a kind 
analogous to that of the Poor Law. 1 do 
not want to say anything offensive—| A 
Ravicat MeMBer : It is very offensive. }- 
but only to put my point shortly. Just 
as you cannot allow people to starve 
without help, so you cannot ailow them 
to grow up without that compulsory 
modicum of moral and intellectual train- 
ing which will fit them to discharge the 
ordinary duties of a citizen. That prin- 
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ciple does not hold good for education | 
much in advance of the eleme tary 
standards. The moment you pass 
from that you leave the rights of the 
private individual and come to the 
interests of the State. I do not believe 
that any individual has any more right 
to receive this higher education free 
from the State than he has to be fed and 
clothed at the expense of the commu- 
nity, and any rates and taxes levied 
and spent upon such education can 
only be defended in so far as it is a 
means of increasing the  preductive 
capacity and therefore the wealth of the 
nation. If you can convince the rate- 
payers of the country that that will be 
the effect of your educational system, you 
will soon get rid of all hostility to higher 
education ; but in order to do that vou 
must convince them that they have a 
tangible asset upon which they can 
rely—that is, the brain power which 
you propose to educate. You have no 
right to ask them to educate people 
who can educate themselves, or whose 
brain power is not of sufficient calibre to 
warrant the money being spent upon 
them. That is a view which will be 
denounced by some as a purely utilitarian 
view of education, but I believe the 
utilitarian view is the view which lies at 
the bottom of any effective movement 
for reform in this country, and it is 
the view which has made the foreign 
educational systems what they are. | 
should like to ask anybody who is really | 
conversant with the foreign systems of 
education, do they know one which 
offers free higher education at the public 
cost to every individual without. first | 
asking some personal sacrifice ? 


*Mr. MATHER: 
Mr. DILLON : 


versal. 
*EarLt PERCY : America is an exces- 
sively difficult country to deal with. 


Mr. DILLON: As you will find in| 
the future. 


*EarL PERCY : Because, as the hon. 
Member knows perfectly well, the educa- | 
tional system is different in every State. 

*Mr. MATHER: I must interrupt the | 
noble Lord. 
Edueation in 
every grade. 


Education 


America. | 


In America it is uni- | 


| 


| 
It is not so in principle. | 
every State is free in 
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| of the workmen; 
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*EarL PERCY: I cannot absolutely 
say whether that is so or not, 


*Mr. MATHER: 


* Kart PERCY : Well, perhaps the hon. 
Gentleman will allow me to continue 
myargument. With regard tothe con- 
tinental countries, we are told that the 
competition we have to face is the com- 
petition of Germany. It is quite true 
to say that on the continent generally 
there is no limit put upon the rate that 
may be raised, and that may be true of 
America also, but that is not the point. 
In Germany and many parts of Switzer- 
land attendance at the evening continua- 
tion schools is made compulsory for 
every child up to the age of seventeen or 
eighteen. Will any hon. Gentleman 
opposite get up and contend that 
up to the same age every work- 
man in this country shall come into 
school after his work? In France 
they take the most rigorous precautions 
to exclude from the higher school—l’ecole 
superieure—all those whose intellectual 
calibre is not sufficient to profit by the 
higher training. That is shown in an 
excellent report which was issued a few 
years ago, which stated that of the 20 
of the children who obtained 
the certificate which allowed them to 


That is so. 


leave school at the age of eleven, 
instead of thirteen, only 3° per 
cent. entered the higher elementary 


school, and of that 3 per cent. a great 


many were compelled to leave each 


| year—those who could not pass the severe 


quarterly examinations. France does not 
aim at educating the great mass of its 
citizens at all, but only those who are to 


| become foremen and pioneers of industry. 


In Germany they educate the great mass 
but they leave nothing 


tochance. As I have said, they force the 


i employees to attend the evening continua- 


tion schools up to the age of eighteen ; 
they divide them into classes corre- 


‘sponding to their trades, they teach 


‘the subjects with strict reference to 
! those trades, and enceurage employers 
i to take the greatest interest in what is 
going on at ‘these schools, and serve on 
| the boards of management, as in France, 
| on the comites de patronage of the ecoles 
superieures. Our system does nothing 
of the kind; it has all the financial 


| liabilities but none of the advantages 
“of the 


continental system, On the 
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contrary, it allows the children — to 
leave at too early an age, and makes 
no provision for their continuing their 
education, and then allows them to come 
back again, rich or poor, intellectual or 


unintellectual, and learn again at the. 


public expense all those subjects which 
they have learnt once already and have 
forgotten. 

What we really want is an organic sys- 
tem by which the evening continuation 
school will be the same stepping stone 
to the technical and technological insti- 
tute which the higher grade or secondary 
school is to the university. We have 


heard a great deal during the course of | 
this debate about the fierce commercial | 


competition we have to face. How are 
we to fit the people of our country to 
face that competition when we give free 


education to German clerks in the English | 


higher grade schools? I doubt whether 
there are many English clerks who would 
receive free education in German schools, 
But one thing is perfectly certain, and 
that is that the great danger which 


confronts this country is a commercial | 
which will place elementary and secondary 


and not an industrial danger. So far as 
the great mass of workmen in_ this 
country are concerned, they are quite 
able to take care of themselves, and their 
chief danger is the tendency to industrial 


disputes and the insane attempt to raise | 


wages by limiting output, but with re- 
gard to the commercial aspect of the 
question it is notorious that German 
cleaks are ousting English clerks even 
in British firms, and it is also notorious 
that the British merchants are not alive 
to the importance of studying the 
wants of their foreign customers. 
What we want is an efficient system 
of secondary education 
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their legitimate province of rounding off 
the education given in the elementary 
schools, and should not be allowed to 


‘compete with the secondary schools by 


giving free education and coaching for 
special examinations, which deprives the 
secondary schools of their most pro- 
mising material and. the children 
themselves of the companionship of 
older and cleverer boys, and of the 
association with the higher class of 
graduate-teachers, who are found in far 
greater numbers in the secondary schools 
than in any other. Now just one word 
more before I sit down. I merely want 
to echo the words which have fallen 
from my hon. friend the Member for 
Oxford University and other members, 
as to the future educational course which 
the Government intend to pursue. As 
I have said, [ do not regard this Bill as 
an educational measure at all, but as a 
financial measure. Wedo not take it even 
as an instalment of educational reform, 
and we look forward next year to a 
really sound educational Bill, which will 
reform and organise our national system, 


education under the same authority. | 
would only say that if the Government 
again fail after having surrendered two 
educational Bills they will inflict a grave 
injury on the cause of education in this 
country, and create a deep and legitimate 
sense of resentment among a_ great 


‘number of the members of their own 
_ party. oh LE ara 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire,W.) : The House has listened, 
asit always does, with respect and interest 
to the noble Lord who has just sat down. 
The noble Lord started by saying that 


cannot get by an indefinite multiplication | this was not an educational measure. 
of these higher grade schools which are| That is perfectly true, but the noble Lord 


not wanted, 


never think of sending our own chil- | 
I do not believe that they are! his opinion, an educational Bill ought to 
| be, and by comparing it to a measure not 


dren. 
of the least value as compared to the 


and to which we ‘should | thought it necessary, after that, to de- 


velop a complicated statement of what, in 





secondary schools to the great masses of | before the House, but which he hopes at 
the working classes. What we want is | some future time will be brought forward 
not to multiply the higher grade schools, | by the Government. On that point I am 
but to provide a sufficient number of surethe House heard the speechof my hon. 
secondary schools with lower classes into friend the Member for Rossendale, who 
which the children can pass straight | sits behind me, and who, the noble Lord 
from the higher standards"of the ele- | will forgive me for saying, is a far greater 
mentary schools. The higher grade | expert upon education, and has a far 
schools should be confined, as in France, to | greater knowledge of what is wanted by 


Earl Percy. 
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the industrial classes of this country than 
the noble Lord can possibly possess. 
But if this is not an educational measure, 
I must say that the manner in which 
it has been introduced to the country is 
the most unfortunate thing that educa- 
tion has ever suffered from. I agree very 
much with my hon. friend behind me, 
that we have by long experience begun to 
understand the method of dealing with 
educational questions which is familiar 
to the Vice-President of the Council. 
We do not take him seriously when he is 
expounding the policy of the Government. 
He has reduced to a fine art the process of 
describing in the most unfavourable 
manner the character of the measures 
which it is his duty to present to the 
House—the process which was known 
to the ancient Greeks, I think, by the 
name of irony—and hehas'surpassed him- 
self on the occasion of this Bill. This 
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hon. friend behind me said that in the 
speech of the Vice-President of the 
Council there were things “ which might 
have been stated otherwise.”’ | know that 
is a statement which, in some of the 
comic periodicals, is admirably illustrated, 
but it is better illustrated by the Vice- 
President of the Council. But it remains 
still for the Leader of the House, I hope, 
to withdraw—I would almost say atone 
for—the attack made by the Vice- 
President on the school boards. 

There area number of people who wish 
school boards to be run down and ham- 
strung. That was the policy of the Bill 
of 1896, which met with an ignominious 
end in consequence of its being thoroughly 
understood that the object of the Bill 
was to deprecate and, as far as they 
could, to ‘ crib, cabin, and confine ”’ the 
action of the school boards of the country. 
It was under the patronage of the whole 


Bill is not an educational measure, | bench of bishops, and it sought to reduce 
and therefore the manner in which it | the pace of the school boards to the pace 
was introduced to secure the universal | of the voluntary schools, and the attack 


support of all parties in this House, and 
the unanimous and enthusiastic support 
of all lovers of education in this country, 
was, by means of an elaborate diatribe 
against the methods of the school board, 
with every form of gibe and insult which 
the right hon. Gentleman could level at 
them. He said they were selected without 
any care for education, that education 
was the last thing they thought of, 
and he imagines that that is a 
means of recommending an 

tional scheme to this House. Whether 
the House understands that method 
of proceeding or not, I can assure 
the right hon. Gentleman that it is not 
understood in the country, and if he 
knew the resentment, the just and 
legitimate resentment, that has been 
created amongst those who have given 
up their lives to the cause of education, 
he would know that he had done a 
most unfortunate thing. That men 
like my hon. friend behind me, and 
others in every part of the country, who 
have done their best according to their 
lights in the cause of the education of 
the country, whether it be in primary or 
higher education—that they should be 
treated by the man who is the representa- 
tive of the Government in the manner in 
which they have been treated, is the most 
unfortunate thing that has ever hap- 
pened to the cause of education. My 





educa- | 


was made avowedly to prevent the school 
boards going too fast. That was “ the 
intolerable strain,” as we all remember, 
which was compensated for by the dole 
given to voluntary schools, and after that 
it was allowed that board schools should 
have fair play. I hope and believe we 
shall hear different language on the 
subject of school boards from what we 
heard at the opening of the debate, and 
that the Vice-President may be allowed, 
for the present at least, to play the part 
he fills admirably of being what is called 


ithe “ candid friend ” of the Government 





to which he belongs and of the measure 
which it is his duty to propose. Now, let 
us see what has been said on this subject 
of the school boards. We have been told 
that school boards give ‘‘ a shoddy educa- 
tion.” That is the phrase. Will His 
Majesty's Government, through the 
mouth of the Leader of the House, repeat 
—I will not say in those words, butin 
that spirit—that the education of the 
school boards is a shoddy education. I 
challenge him to say whether he adopts 
that view. I know the feeling of resent- 
ment which will come back to the House 
from every part of the country as to such 
language. I heard the representatives 
of the school boards of Wales who came 
up to town yesterday. It was the 
language of men indignant at the insults 
which have been heaped on the efforts 
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they have made in the cause of education. 
That will be the universal feeling through- 
out the country. Is this the language 
adopted by the Government 
Unionist party on the subject of school 
hoards :-— 

“ Are we to keep up in this House the farce | 
that schoo] boards were elected for educational | 
purposes? Everybody knows that educational 
purposes are the last ideas in the minds of | 
members of school boards.” 

Sir J. GORST: 1 did not say that. | 
What I said was that educational ideas | 
were the last ideas in the minds of the | 
electors. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: In the 
minds of the electors! I think the | 
electors will have something to say on | 
that subject when they have an oppor- | 
tunity. | will alter my challenge. Will | 


Education 
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| that the managers take care that at least one 
| hour at each meeting is devoted to the teaching 
of the subjects mentioned in Article II. of the 
Code, and that the instruction is systematic and 





and the | thorough, then it may be done so as to lighten 


| the form of education.” 

And then we have this attack made upon 
the School Board of London. Well, 
Sir, if this recreative education recom- 
mended by the Department of Education 
is contrary to the interests of education, 
and contrary to the law, why has not the 
head of the Education Department 
stopped it long ago? He had the power 
of stopping it; he tells us he knew it 
was illegal ; he has been a Minister for 
six years, why has he not stopped it ? 
Why has he encouraged it ? Why, when] 
it suits his purposes, does he turn round 
on the school board, and denounce them 
for doing that which he encouraged them 


the First Lord of the Treasury repeat the | to do? On several occasions, | think, 
statement that neither the members of | the right hon. Gentleman has assumed 
the school boards nor their electors have | the air of injured innocence. [Laughter.] 
at heart the interests of education? [| What did he do with the Cockerton 
say this insolent injustice must be re-| judgment? It has taken the Govern- 





pelled. What was it the right hon. 
Gentleman attacked and ridiculed the 
school board for? He says— 

“T find this remarkable statement in the 
report of the London School Board. Nearly all 
the schools may be said to have an intellectual, 
physical, and social side. Some, however, lack 
the last, and those schools, without a single 


exception, are the worst attended and the least | 


vital.” 
Where will it be supposed that state- 
ment was found? That statement in 


ment by surprise. This Bill is introduced 
| because the Cockerton judgment was a 
| Surprise upon the country and a sur- 
| prise upon the Government—every- 
thing is a surprise upon the Govern- 
ment, and through the Government 
everything comes as a surprise upon the 
country. But was it a surprise upon 
'the right hon. Gentleman ? When the 
be. 5 objection was taken before the 
auditor on April 25, 1899, he said he 





| 


substance is taken from the circular | had proceeded upon a statement of the 


of the Education Department issued 
last year by “my Lords.”” The right 
hon. Gentleman is “ my Lords.” There 
may be other lords, but he is the Lord | 
Paramount. | 

“My Lords, you will be interested to learn | 
from the Reports of Her Majesty’s inspector 
the results of a successful experiment by which | 
the evening continuation schools have been | 
rendered more attractive by means of lantern | 
lectures, music, manual work, the discussion of 
some book which has been read by the class, | 
field naturalist or sketching clubs, gymnastics, | 
or other employments of a more or less | 
recreative character.” 
Is it pretended that these things are to | 
he superadded to the things that are paid | 
for out of the rates? It is not; but 
observe the ingenious method they adopt. 
They say, 

“For many of these purposes a grant of 
public money cannot be given; but provided 


Sir William Harcourt. 





| I know. 


right hon. Gentleman that these things 
were illegal. 


Sir J. GORST: I have always said so 
ever since I was in office. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes, 
I am just going to read it. 
How can he be surprised ? 


sir J. GORST : IT never said I was. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: On 
February 2, 1899—that is, more than 
two years ago—he made this statement:— 


“The Committee of Council on Education 
have always been of opinion that the school 
fund cannot be legally applied to supplying 
instruction which is not in the Day School and 
Evening School Code of the Education Depart- 
ment. This opinion of the Committee of 
Council was communicated to the London 
School Board in a letter from the Department 
of Science and Art of January 20th, 1888. 
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Sir J. GORST: Hear, hear. 


Sk WILLIAM HARCOURT: Yes, 
bat what has the Kducation Depart- 
ment done about it ever since that time ? 
The right hon. Gentleman has been 
in office for six years. He says he knew 
all that time that these transactions 
were illegal. Why did not the Govern- 
ment introduce an education measure 
which would have superseded the neces- 
sity for such proceedings as these ? 
It is because they have been taken by 
surprise by the Cockerton judgment 
that they are to have this measure, 
which is not an education measure. The 
question has been asked by the Member 
for the University of Oxford, who 
always speaks with such moderation 
and so much to the advantage of this 
House, and it was repeated by the noble 
Lord just now. He asked—-When you 
profess that these transactions were 
illegal, why in the world, with your 
length of office, with your great majority, 
have you never introduced a measure 
which would have dealt with this diffi- 
culty, and brought upon yourselves the 
Cockerton judgment, the consequences 
of which this trumpery Bill is intended 
to deal with ? There is one other point 
in connection with the introduction of 
this Bill which it is impossible not to 
notice, and that is the sneers of the 
right hon. Gentleman at free education. 
There are not many measures of Gentle- 
men opposite that L feel disposed to 
envy, but I did envy the credit they have 
hitherto enjoyed of having introduced 
into this country free education. But 
here we have them repudiating it, as the 
noble Lord opposite has done, in the case 
of higher education. I am not going 
to follow the noble Lord into the elaborate 
discussion of the principles upon which 
the State ought to deal with education. 
That will be a very proper discussion 
when we come to a real Education Bill. 
Upon that subject I wholly and entirely 
differ from him. He professes not to 
know what the American system is, 
and he said that Americans are very 
difficult to deal with. We have found 
that out, and found it out rather late, 
hut I am sure the people of America 
understand the question of higher 
education in a very different sense 
from that in which he would have 
this House understand it. How was 
this question of free education dealt 
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the competition, as he called it, the unjust 
competition, between the higher-grade 
schools of the school boards and those 
of the technical education committees. 
The noble Lord appears to agree with 
him. The noble Lord said that the 
State ought not to allow men to go to the 
higher-grade schools where no fees were 
paid. He says they ought to be com 
pelled to go to other schools, and the 
right hon. Gentleman says that every 
man would prefer to pay fees. There isa 
class of people in this country whom the 
noble Lord has overlooked—the class of 
people who cannot afford to pay fees. 
*EarL PERCY: The right hon. Gen- 
tleman has really misrepresented what | 
said. My whole argument was that you 
ought not to give free higher education 
to everybody irrespective of their means, 
and that vou ought to concentrate the 
money you do give for the benefit of 
those whose intellectual attainments 
qualify them to receive it. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I differ 
from the noble Lord. I would give every 
manachance. How do you know where 
your “mute, inglorious Miltons ”’ may 
be found? I have heard in Wales many 
instances of miners who have come to 
these schools utterly ignorant, naturally 
ignorant from the life they have spent, 
but whose ambition it was to gain some 
knowledge. They have come at a com- 
paratively advanced age, and by the help 
of the education that has been given to 
them by the school boards they have 
risen to high distinction and large emolu- 
ments. And it is free education of this 
kind which may give a chance to the 
poorer classes of the community, and if 
you repudiate it, we on these benches, at 
all events, will maintain it. It is this 
free education in continuation schools 
which I believe to be a most valuable part 
of the education of the country. I know 
even in small parishes in the county with 
which I am familiar the advantages given 
by these continuation schools, and I 
know that adult people come with satis- 
faction to gain knowledge of a higher 
character. Why in the world, when you 
have a school in a parish, should you 
refuse the opportunities to those who 
desire them ? I have said so much with 
reference to the manner in which this 
question has been treated by the right 
hon. Gentleman because I think it is 
most unfortunate, because I think it has 


with by the Vice-President ? He spoke of i injured the cause of education through- 
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out the country, and is perfectly unneces- 
sary for the purposes of this Bill. If you 
were taken by surprise by the Cockerton 
judgment, and if you wanted to find a 
temporary remedy for the situation, it 
was perfectly open to you, and it would 
be open to you on this Bill; and I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will entertain 
the proposals made—I do not say in 
exactly the same form, but in their spirit 
—by the hon. Member for Rossendale. 


lf this Bill is st ripped of its character of 


an attack on the school boards, if it is 
intended simply to remedy the inecon- 
venience and the disabilities created hy 
the Cockerton Judgment, then, indeed. 
we may combine on both sides of the 
House in removing a temporary evil 
with a view to discussing at a future 
time—and I desire by no means to force 
a decision in the matter—when the 
question is properly brought before us 
in an educational measure, what are the 
best general principles on which eduea- 
tion can be founded. Then we may 
endeavour at least to repair the laches 
of generations and to place the people 
of this country in a position in which 
they will be able to hold their own with 
the nations of the world : and combining 
with that object, and acting in that spirit, 
we shall treat this great question of 
education, not as a party question and 
When 


hon rds 


not as an attack on school boards. 
vou are attacking the 
you are making it a party question, and 


se hos )] 


you are mistaken if you think that we 
on this side will not repel it. But if you 
choose to bring forward a measure of 
edueation which shall use the 
hoards and the other educational re- 
sources of this country, we shall be willing 
and desirous to discuss with you the 
principles upon which education should 
he founded, and then we may arrive at 
conclusions which will be creditable to 
the House of Commons and advantageous 
to the country. 

THe FIRST LORD or thr TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.): The speech to which we have just 
listened is remarkable from more than 
one point of view ; but surely it is chiefly 
remarkable from the fact that except 
in the very last sentence the right hon. 
Gentleman, so far as I could discover, 
made no reference, direct or indirect, 
to the Bill which the House is asked to 
read a second time. ‘There were a great 
many interesting general observations 


Sir William Harcourt. 
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on education. There was a violent and, 
I think, perfectly unjustiflable attack 
on my right hon. friend the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Council for Education ; but 
as for the principle either of the Bill or of 
its details, there was not one word, except 
a vague and passing reference in the 
course of the peroration. I admit that 
though the right hon. Gentleman has 
carried this method to excess, it 
method which has been exemplified in 
a good many speeches in the course oi 
the two days debate. Hon. Gentlemen, 
on the basis of this Bill, expounded all 
their views on school boards, on primary 
education, on secondary education, upon 
the organisation of both primary and 
secondary education, upon foreign 
competition, technical education, the 
American system, the Gerinan system, 
upon every subject, almost, short of 
university training, connected with the 
edueation of this country. I will not 
at this time of night attempt to traverse 
so vast and, I will venture respectfully 
to say, so irrelevant a field. 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: 


attacks on the sehool boards! 


is a 


The 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: T will come to 
that directly. [ must, however, say 
one word with regard to a_ speech 


which was pointedly addressed to me 
by the hon. Member for the Rossendale 
Division. The hon. Gentleman is 
who, throughout all our discussions on 
education during the last ten or fifteen 
years, has shown himself above the party 
and sectarian recriminations into which 
these debates are too apt to lapse. We 
all recognise the hon. Gentleman's single- 
minded desire to see higher education 
imparted to the general community, 
and especially to the great artisan com- 
munity ; and he has borne an important 
part in previous legislation on this great 
question. Any suggestion, therefore, 
that comes from him is worthy of the 
most careful attention of the Govern- 
ment. He has suggested what he re- 
gards as an eirenicon, a method of con- 
ciliating all differences in connection 
with the subject, which he has pressed 
personally on me. By the courtesy of 
the hon. Gentleman I have received a 
copy of the clause as he would like to sce 
it carried, which he advocated in his 
speech, to which we have listened with so 
much interest. I would only say with 
reference to his suggestion that I fear 


one 
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any plan which does two things, first, 
compels the county authority or the local 
wuthority to carry on the existing system, 
whether it be good or bad, is open to the 
gravest criticism; and, in the second 
place, [ would point out that under the 
Bill as he has drawn it this local authority 
is afforded no funds for carrying out 
that object. 
of complete criticism ; 1 only mention it 
because I felt it incumbent upon me to 
meet the hon. Gentleman’s appeal on 
the present occasion, to show that | 
appreciate the spirit which animated his 
observations, and recognise that he at 
all events is above all the small squabbles 
which so often divert our 


And as I am on that point, is there not 
something almost absurd in the fact that 
the right hon. Gentleman who speaks for 
the Opposition should have devoted the 
whole of his speech, not to discussing the 
sill or discussing education, but to de- 
fending, as he supposed, the school 
boards against the attacks of my right 
hon. friend? It the school boards are 
improperly attacked it is quite right to 
defend them; but this Bill is not an 
attack on the school boards. [An Hon. 


Member: The speech of the Vice-Presi- | 


dent. | 
right hon. friend directly, but after all it is 
the Bill, not the speech of my right hon. 
friend, we are discussing, and I repeat the 
Bill is not an attack on the school boards. 
There have been bitter objections made 
to the Bill by the right hon. Gentleman 
who professes to speak for the Opposition, 
and he has given us an elaborate rechau ffe 
of the speech of my right hon. friend. I 
do ‘not know that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has always taken a deep interest in 
education, but it is true he has always 
taken an interest in school boards. 
There are many Gentlemen here who 
know that. 

Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: I sup- 
ported the Birmingham League in their 
education policy. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then that 
was before my time. I can only speak 
of the right hon. Gentleman as I have 
known him, and I remember a most 
fiery and impassioned oration from him 
in 1895 upon the merits of the school 
boards, of which he has given us a some- 
what colourless replica on the present 
occasion. But I do not quite under- 
stand this extraordinary sensitiveness to 
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I do not say that by way | 


attention | 
from the interests of national education. | 


[ am coming to the speech of my | 
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| the smallest criticism of the school boards. 
; | have always noticed that those who are 
a little doubtful about their social position 
}are the very persons who are always on 
| the look out for imaginary insults, and I 
‘cannot heip thinking that this extreme 
sensitiveness on the part of school boards 
to the smallest observation in connection 
| with secondary education shows that 
they feel that they are intruding into a 
|region where they have no legitimate 
position. 

Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: Have 
they no legitimate position ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In regard to 
secondary education, I say so. The atti- 
tude that they assume is very curious. I 

| have had the pleasure of listening to my 
|right hon. friend’s speeches for a period 
| now extending over six or seven years— 
|during the period, that is, that he has 
oceupied his present distinguished posi- 
tion—and I remember that in those 
in many of them, he made 
and, I think, quite 
justifiable attacks on country school 
boards. Why is the country school 
| board to be attacked and the town school 
| board never to be mentioned ? When 
| my right hon. friend made those attacks 


speeches, In 
most vehement 


| | remember perfectly well that hon. Gen- 
| tleman after hon. Gentleman got up on 
ithat side of the House and described 
|my right hon. friend as the greatest of 
| educationalists, as a man of whom his 

party was not worthy, and as one who 

really had at heart the great educational 

interests which, in the opinion of hon. 

Gentlemen opposite, are too sadly neg- 

lected on this side of the House. But 

when my right hon. friend turns his 
| admirable powers of exposition from the 
| country school boards to the town school 
| boards the whole scene changes. He is 
insulting, so we learn, those who have 
given up their time, without fee or re- 
ward, to the cause of education. [Oppo- 
sition cheers.| But so he was before, and 
[ wholly fail to distinguish his conduct 
in the one case and the other unless it can 
be shown that the statement which he has 
made about the school boards is inaecu- 
rate or exaggerated. I remember that 
in his speech of last night he paid a warm 
tribute to all the northern school boards 
without exception, in connection with 
this evening and day school continuation 
work. ‘That appears to have been for- 
gotten ; I have not heard an allusion to 
it in the course of this debate. He said 
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nothing against the London School Board, 
as far as | remember, except that in some 


of their schools they at the cost, not. 


merely of the ratepayers, but of the 
taxpayers—— 
Dr. MACNAMARA (Camberwell, N.): 


He said more. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That they had | 


schools in which there is taught not 
only what is commonly described as 
education, but in which there is re- 
creation in all its forms, or in most 
of its forms — calisthenics, dancing, 
music of various kinds, the violin, and, 
I think, the mandolin. Is that denied ? 
That is his first statement. The second 
statement he made was that these schools 
are constantly run in competition with 
other secondary schools also supported 
out of the public funds, also managed 
by a great elective body. Is that denied ? 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why 
should they not! One is free for poor 
people, while at the other fees have to be 
paid. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : The right hon. 
Gentleman must be perfectly well aware 
that in these schools managed by the 
London County Council there are not 
only a number of free scholarships, equal 
at least to the demands upon them, but 
that a large number of free places are 
reserved which are not filled up from the 
existing pupils at primary schools. There- 
fore the right hon. Gentleman, who has 
dragged in illegitimately this question 
of free education, can be shown to be 
talking about something which has no 
reference to the matter before us. Those 
are two statements made by my right 
hon. friend. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: More than that. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: What more 2? 


Mr. MACNAMARA: The right hon. | 


The 


Gentleman says “ What more !”’ 


Vice-President said that London board | 


teachers would prefer to go to the poly- 
technic night schools and pay fees; but 
that, if they did, the London School Board 
would punish them for not attending 
their free night schools. As a member of 
the London School Board I deny that | 
emphatically. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is perfectly | 
true—it had escaped my memory—that 
my right hon. friend did say that ;| 
and to that statement | understand he) 
adheres. Of course, it is a very unfor-) 
tunate thing if it is true, as he believes. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
| Dr. MACNAMARA: The school board 
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will deal with it. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Very well. 
| Then surely it is rather absurd to make 
this attack on my right hon. friend the 
| basis of the whole debate. There are 
some persons who believe that no one 
who is not dull can be polite. I can 
assure the House that that is not invari- 
‘ably the case ; and, if I may so far violate 
the practice which has hitherto been 
observed in this debate as to leave my 
right hon. friend’s speech for a moment 
to come tothe Bill, | would refer to what 
I believe to be the sole basis of opposition 
to this measure on the part ot earnest 
educationists. There is an impression 
—advocated, I am sorry to say, by such 
high authorities as my hon. friend the 
Member for West Ham—that the effect 
of this measure will be to turn into the 
street, as he and others phrase it, those 
who are now enjoying the benefits of these 
continuation or evening schools. No 
fallacy could be grosser; no statement 
could be more incorrect. In London, it 
is admitted, these secondary schools are 
competing agdinst one another; that 
there are empty places in both, and that 
if the London County Council were to 
stop many of these continuation schools 
under the London School Board there 
would still be ample room for everyone 
in London who desires this higher educa- 
tion. Persons in whom I have the 
greatest confidence tell me that educa- 
tion would only gain by the suppression 
of the small schools, for you would have 
the larger schools better organised and 
equipped, and not a single man or woman 
would suffer. So much for London. 

Now I come to West Ham. My hon. 
friend the Member for North-West Ham, 
speaking for his own constituency, as he 
was bound to do, spoke as if the result 
would be that the artisans of West Ham 
who now profit by this education would 
be turned into the street, and would 
have these opportunities withdrawn from 
them. What possible ground can there 
be for such a statement ? In West Ham 
at present it rests with the local authority 
under this Bill to say whether they shall 
continue the schools or not. Is there 
any ground for thinking that this or any 
other local authority will so far run 
counter to the views of their constituents 
as to deprive them of any educational 
facilities they possess? Are they so 
insensible, I will not say to the interests 
of education, but to their own interests 
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as the elected members of a popular body, 
as to such a course? I trow not. 
*Mr. GRAY said his right hon. friend 
misrepresented the point altogether. His 
point was that this Bill was incomplete. 
It was not a question of shutting up the 
school already in existence, but of pre- 
venting the work from expanding. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The point of 
my hon. friend is that for a year it pre- 
vents the expansion of the existing 
But my hon. friend is mistaken. 
and 


system. 
Under this Bill the continuation 
evening schools already in existence are 
capable of an expansion at least equal 
to anything which could possibly be re- 
quired by West Ham. These schools are 
not full. 


Dr. MACNAMARA: What about new 


schools ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : My reply is that 
it may be true that you cannot start anew 
school, but in the old schools there is 
ample vacant space for any expansion 
which may be desired. My hon. friend 
spoke of the injury which would be in- 
flicted on rural distriets by the Bill. My 
hon. friend forgot that in rural districts 
at this moment the whole work, or, at all 
events, the greater part of the funds for 


these continuation and secondary schools, | 


is already supplied by the local authority. 
It is the county council, and not the rate- 
payer ; and I venture to say that as the 
result of this measure there will not be 
a single adult of either sex who will be 
deprived of any of the advantages of the 
present system. 

Then we hear it said, ‘* Why do you 
have a Bill over which we shall quarrel 
on the Second Reading, in Committee, on 
teport, and on Third Reading ? 
you not bring in a little innocent measure 
and pass it after twelve o'clock," simply 
continuing the existing state of things ?” 


In the first place, [ may point out that | 


that would not be an uncontroversial 
measure. There are plenty of Gentle- 
men on both sides of the House—cer- 
tainly on this side of the House—and 
even Members on this side of the House 


may be allowed to express their opinions 


—who would certainly not regard such a 
measure as uncontroversial. But [ go 
further than that. It is represented, 
umong others by the hon. Member for 
East Mayo, who intervened with a brief 
and interesting speech, as if that would 
leave the question exactly where it was 
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Why do | 
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for another year ; and the same sentiment 
‘has been repeated from other quarters 
of the House. Is that true? Would it 
leave the question just where itis? Lam 
not going to argue the question, but I 
put it to the conscience of hon. Mem- 
bers—would these gentlemen who regard 
the school board as the proper authority 
for all forms of education regard such a 
Bill as a triumph for themselves! Of 
course they would not. They are much 
too honest—most of them are much too 
honest—and they would be_ perfectly 
right. 

Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : The con- 
verse is the case. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I agree that 
the converse is absolutely the case ; and 
it is inevitable, in consequence of the 
Cockerton judgment, that we must take 
one of two courses. We must indicate 
in very general and vague terms that 
we do think that the school boards are 
the proper authority to deal with 
secondary education, or that we do not 
think so. The Government are clearly 
of opinion that we do not think 
so. As we have these two alterna- 
tives presented to us, and these alterna- 
tives only, we distinctly elect for the alter- 
native which indicates that our policy 
is, broadly speaking, that secondary edu- 
cation should not be under the school 
boards but under the local authorities. 
Can you ask us, therefore, under these 
circumstances, to pass, after twelve 
o clock, your little uncontroversial Bill ¢ 
The thing really does not bear examina- 
tion ; and when you tell us that in pur- 
suing this policy we are showing our- 
selves to be the party adverse to the 
higher education of the people, have you 
considered the example of every other 
nation in the world?) What you desire, 
| judged by the speeches I have heard, is 
that the children of the working classes 
should look to the board schools for their 
primary education and to the illegal, but 
higher, classes in board schools for all 
they are ever to get of secondary educa- 
tion. [No no.”| That is not our idea. 
[Opposition cries of ‘‘ Nor ours.” | It is 
not the idea of any other country in the 
world. We think that if you are to carry 
on education beyond the age of fifteen it 
should not be carried on in the original 
| primary school, but should be carried an 
junder different auspices—auspices for 
better calculated to stimulate the educa- 
tion and to enlarge the minds of your 
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pupils. 


cause we do not edueate our people. Are 
the Germans so insane as to earry out 
the policy which you would lke to per- 
petuate, which is being carried out 
by the school boards in this country ¢ | 


and 


do not blame the school boards for having 
done what they have done. Not for a 
moment. [ do know why they 
should be blamed. 

An Hon. MeEMBER : 
Vice-President’s view. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps I put 
that too high. I do not blame them 
for stepping into the breach when there 
was no authority to deal with secondary 
education ; 
continuing their efforts after we had 
established that secondary authority in 
however an imperfect form in 1889 ; but 
I do blame them for continuing the work 
in competition with that secondary 
authority to the great detriment of the 
success of their own industrial efforts and 


not 


That 


I do not blame them even for | 


‘COMMONS} 


ample of 
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You tell us we are falling behind ; they interfered . with. - But that is a 
the Germans in industrial matters be- | parenthesis. 


Beyond that I do not blame 
the school boards. But I do say that if 
we are to learn anything from the ex- 
foreign nations—from the 


example of France, of Germany, of 


| America—if we are to apply to the work- 


ing classes of this country the canons of 


-education which we apply to our own 
‘children, then I say it is incumbent on 
| this House, as soon as may be, to estab- 


is not the | 


| 
| 


to the destruction in many cases of the | 
industrial efforts of those whose business | 


lish that secondary authority which shall 
deal with secondary education for all 
classes of the country ; and, pending that 
final settlement, to do nothing which 
shall imperil it, but, on the contrary, if 
they are obliged to pass a temporary 
measure, as they are obliged on the pre- 
sent occasion, to see that that temporary 
measure follows in its main outline, in 
its broad issues, the great principle which, 
apparently, we are all agreed ought to be 
applied to the final measure of reform. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 333 
215. (Division List No. 319.) 


; Noes, 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. , 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte | 
Agnew, Sir Andrew Noel 
Aird, Sir John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Bain, Vol. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r) 
Balfour, Capt.C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds) 
Balfour, Maj kK R(Christehurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, SirFraneisT. (Windsor 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Seach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Col. Henry 

Sond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griflith 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousticld, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middle’x) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hn. St. John 
Brogktield, Col. Montagu 
Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


Cavendish, R. 


Denny, Col. 


Bull, William James 
| Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir E. H. 
Cautley, Henry Strother 
I’. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
| Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hn. Jesse 
Colom), Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Sir Frederick Lucas 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crossley, Sir Savile 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Cust, Henry John C. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Dewar,T.R.(T’rH’ml’ts,S.Geo. 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dimsdale,Sir Joseph Cock field 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dickson-Hartland,Sirl’ Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Duke, Henry Edward 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. H. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon, A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Fergusson, RtHnsSirJ.(Mane’r) 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry Wim. 

Foster, PhilipS( Warwick,S. W 
Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Godson, Sir AugustusFrederick 
Gordon, Hn. J. E.(Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 5.) 
Gordon, MajEvans-(‘T’rH ml’s 
Gore, HnG. R.C.Ormsby-(Salop 
Gore, Hon.S. F. Ormsby-(Line.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Hon.George Joachim 


A. (Wore’r) 
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Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Sir W(B’ySEdm/’nds) 
Greene, HenryD. (Shrewsbury 
Greene, W. Raymond- (Cambs. 
Grenfell, William Henry 
Gretton, John 

Grevile, Hon. Ronald 

Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Guthrie, Walter Murray 

Hall, Edward Marshall 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hambro, Charles Eric 

H: amilton, RtHnLordG( Midd.) 
Hamilton, Marg.of(L’nd’nd’rry 
Hanbury, Rt. tien. Robt. W 
Hardy, L. (Kent, Ashford) 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 

Heath, ArthurHoward(Hanley 
Heath, James(Staffords,N. W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

ea ottom, S. W. 

Hoare, E . Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry(Somerset, E. 
Hope,J.F. (Sheftield, Brightside 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 

How ard, J. (Kent, Faversh’m) 
Howard, J. (Midd. Tottenh’m) 
Hozier, Hn. James Henry C. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N. R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Sir R. Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 
Kennaway, ltt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kenyon, Hon. G. 'T. (Denbigh 
Kenyon, James (Lanes., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W(Salop) 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Lambton, Hon. Fredk. 
Laurie, Lt.-General 
Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence,Joseph(Monmouth) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
eee John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, A. H. (Hants, Fareham) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Levge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leveson-Gower, Fredk. N.S. 
ss Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Bristol, 8. 
Lonsdale, John Seow nlee 
Lowe, Francis William 


Wm. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
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Lowther, C. (Cumb., Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn. James (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas, Col. I. (Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool. 
M‘Calmont,Col. HLB.(Cambs) 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb.,W.) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlineshire) 
Majendie, James A. H. 
Maleolm, Ian 
Manners, Lord Cecil 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey- Mainwaring, Hn. W.F 
Maxwell, WJ H( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milton, Viscount 
Mitchell, William 
Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ(Walthamst’ w 
Morzan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, RtHnA. Graham( inte 
Murray, Charles J.(Coventry) 
Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicholson, Wm. Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parker, Gilbert 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Peel, HnW m. Robert Wellesley 
Pemberton, John S. G. 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, Lt.-Col. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. E “lw. 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Randles, John 8. 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Maj. Frederic Carne 
Reid, James (Greenock) 
Remnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, : ‘harles bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Ridley, Hon. M. W.(St’lybr’dge 
Ridley, 8. F. (Bethnal Green) 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

NOES. 
Allen, C. P. (Gloue., Stroud) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, ‘Thomas Gair 


TELLERS 
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Rolleston, Sir John F. L. 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Ropner, Col. Robert 

Round, James 

Rutherford, John 
Sackville,Col. S. G. Stopford- 
Sadler,Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scott, Sir S. (Marylebone, W.) 
Seely,Charles Hilton(Lineoln) 
Seely, Capt. JE. B( tsleotf Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, Abel H.( Hertford, East) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spear, John Ward 
Spencer, Ernest(W. Bromwich) 
Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormski’k 
Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset 
Stauley,Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ M‘Tageart 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, J James Henry 


Stroyan, John 

Strutt, Hon. Charlies Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
T: albot.Rt. Hn. N.G.(Oxf'd Uni. 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, C harle “3 Ernest 
Tufnell, Lieut.-Col. Edward 
Tuke, Sir John Batty 

V alentia, Viscount 
Vineent,ColSirC EH (Sheffield) 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walker, Col. Wim. Hall 
Warde, Col. C. E. 
Warr, Augustus Ir 
Wasona, John ©. (Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William Georve 
Welby, Lt.-Col. ACE. (Taunton 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. .( Notts) 
Wentworth, Brace C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-n.-Lyne) 
Whitmore, Chas. Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, RtHnJ Powell-(Birm 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
W illox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir Frederick 
Wilson,A.Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley,Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 
Yerburgh, Robt. Armstrong 


rederick 


FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herb. Henry 
Atherley- Jones, L. 
dayley, Thomas (Derbyshire 
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Beaumont, Wentworth C. B, 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boyle, James 
Brand, Hn. Arthur G. 
Brigg, John 
Broadhurst, Henry 
srown, Geo. M. (Edinburgh) 
srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
jurns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, fs im Sproston 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert 
Campbell, Jobn (Armagh, S.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 
Cullinan, J. 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dewar, Jolin A( Inverness-shire 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P.C 
Doug): as, C harles M. (Lanark) 
Dutiy, William J. 
Dunean, J. Hastings 
Dunn, Sir William 
Edwards, Frank 
Ellis, John Edward 
Emmott, Alfred 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans,SirFrancisH(Maidst’ne 
Evans,Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, hk. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ftrench, Peter 
Field, William 
peas, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Sir W alter (Derby Co. 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fuller, J. M. F. 
Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir W. brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John 
Hareourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Harwood, George 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time, and committed 


for Monday next. 


{COMMONS} 


Hayter, Rt. Hon. Sir A. D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Helme, Norval Watson 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, Wm. Henry 
Hope,John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Fredericlh: John 
Humpbreys-Owen, Arthur C, 
Hutton, Alfrea E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 


| Jones, David Brynin’r(Swansea 


Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Lahouchere, Henry 
Lambert George 
Langley, Batty 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 
Leese,SirJ oseph F( Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 
Leng, Sir John 
Levy, Maurice 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lough, Thomas 
Lundon, W. 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
Maenamara, Dr. Thomas J. 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Crae, George 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
M‘Laren, Charles benjamin 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mather, William 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. John William 
Mooney, John J. 
Morgan,J. Lioyd(Carmarthen) 
Morton, Edw.J,C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 
Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
Nolan,Col.JohnP. (Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, 8.) 
Norman, Henry 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipper’ry Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, ‘I. (Kerry, W.) 
O’ Dowd, John 
O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 
O’ Kelly, J. (Roscommon, N.) 
O’Malley, William 
O’ Mara, James 
(Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durh’m 
Palmer,George Wm. (Reading) 
Partington, Uswald 
Paulton, James Mellor 


to-morrow. 


MEAT MARKING (IRELAND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee :— 


(In the Committee.) ‘ 


Clause 1: 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
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Pearson, Sir Weetman D, 

Pease, Alfred E, (Cleveland) 

Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 

Pease, SirJoseph W.(Durham) 

Perks, Robert William 

P hilipps, John Wyntord 

Pirie, Dunean V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Arthur 

Rea, Russell 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Reed, SirEdw. James (Cardiff) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Koe, Sir Thomas 

Samuel, 8S. M. (Whitechapel) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Seott,Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Shipman, Dr. John G. 
Sinclair,Capt. John( For farsh.) 
Smith, HC( North’mb. Tyn’s’de 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt. Hn. CR( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan. Donal 

Taylor, ‘Theodore Cooke 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thomas, Freeman-( Hastings 
Thomson, F. W. (York,W. K. 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,S. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas ¢ ‘ourtenayT. 
Wason, Eugene(Clac -kmannan 
Weir, James Galloway 
White, George (Norfolk) 
Whiteley, G. (York, W. R.) 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond(Merioneth 
Wilson, Chas Henry (Hull, W. 
Wilson,FredW. (Norfolk, Mid. 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
W ilson, John (Durham aay ) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.N 
Woodhouse, SirJ'T(Huddersfd 
Young, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOoksS— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Adjourned at a quarter alter 
Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. | 
Wednesday, 10th July, 1901. | 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
BELFAST AND ' NORTHERN COUNTIES | 
RAILWAY BILL. (By Orper.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | 

“ That Standing Orders 223 and 243 be | 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read 
the third time.”—(Mr. Caldwell.) | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said) 
they had every reason to complain that | 
an entirely new policy to that pursued | 
in regard to this Bill by the right hon. | 
Gentleman the President of the Board 
of Agriculture had been adopted by His | 
Majesty's Government in dealing with | 
the Irish railways. The present Secre- | 
tary to the Treasury seemed to have 
thrown himself wholly into the arms of 
the railway companies, and had adopted: 
a purely Treasury policy in dealing with 
these Irish railways. As soon as the 
hon. Member opposite took office an | 
entire change and a new departure took 
place in the action of the Treasury in| 
dealing with these undertakings. When | 
the right hon. Gentleman the President 


' of the Board of Agriculture was Secretary 


to the Treasury he obtained from him 


pledges—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member’s | 
observations would be more in order | 
upon the Third Reading. The motion 
before the House is to suspend the Stand- 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY said he did not 
oppose the suspension of the Standing 
Orders, 


Counties Railway Bill. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read the third 
time.’ —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Mr. T. M. HEALY accused the Govern- 
ment of entering into a private deal with 
this railway company behind the backs 
of the public. When the hon. Gentle- 
man the present Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty took office the promises given by his 
predecessor were thrown to the winds 
and this Bill was brought forward in 
absolute disregard of the pledges given 
across the floor of the House. The 
result was that the interests of the share- 
holders had been sacrificed, and they 
had lost, he should think, quite a quarter 
of a million of money in order that the 
Treasury, which was taking millions 
out of Ireland, might get this miserable 
sum which they had received for their 
interest in this railway. Why was there 
any necessity to hurry this arrangement ! 
The evil they had complained of again 
and again was the entire absence of com- 
petition in that district through which 
the line ran. This line might have 
fructified into a through line between 
Derry and Dublin, but the destruction 
and abolition of this bit of line as an 
independent service had absolutely killed 
for ever the prospects of any through 
competition between Derry and Dublin. 


ingOrders and order the Bill to be read | To gain this paltry sum for the Treasury, 
a third time now, and the merits of the! which was extracting £10,250,000 from 
Bill cannot be gone into upon this ‘Ireland, for which they did not get 
motion. | £250,000 of value, they were now asking 

Mr. T. M. HEALY suggested that the | the House to sanction the absorption of 
motion should be altered in the sense | this bit of line for a paltry debt. If the 
ir Need vend tk | Government desired to run the country 
like Shylock insisting upon his pound of 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The meaning of this | flesh, then the action of His Majesty's 
motion is that the Bill be ordered to be| Ministers was perfectly right; but if 
read a third time now in the same way | they were desirous of doing something to 
as when a Bill is ordered to be put down shepherd the interests of the country, 


for the Third Reading on a future day. 
It is not usual to put the further. 
question that the Bill be now read a. 
third time in cases where there is no} 
opposition. When there is any desire to | 
raise any objection, then the question | 
should be put. | 


VOL. XCVI, = [FourtH Sertrs.] 


then every one of these little independent 
lines should be cherished and dandled 
and fostered by any paternal Govern- 
ment. What about the pledges which 
had been given? It would weary the 
House too much if he were to go through 
the miserable history of the dealings of 


3G 
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the Government with the Irish railway 
companies. 
scandalous transaction, and in conse- 


quence of that exposure they had a} 


definite and fixed promise from the right 
hon. Gentleman. The Government 
could not justify the mortgage foreclosing 
except by taking up the position of 
Shylock, as they had no other excuse 
to offer for the absorption of the line. 
Another change had taken place in the 
Government of Ireland since the hon 
Member opposite came into office, for 
they had had Mr. Holmes placed at the 
head of the Board of Public Works in 
Ireland. He wished to know 
official was responsible for the sale of the 
Government's interest in this railway. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. AvUsTEN CHAM- 
BERLAIN, Worcestershire, E.): Mr. 
Holmes only came into office after these 
negotiations for the sale had reached an 
advanced stage. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that meant 
that Mr. Holmes was not responsible, 
and the whole of this miserable piece of 
trafficking was done without the sanction 
of Mr. Holmes. The whole of this thing 
had been done in London by an official 
who probably never saw Ireland in his 
life, and the whole matter was con- 
summated in the spider's web in Downing 
Street. This little line, which was the 
nucleus to the true route to the nor h, 
was chucked away for the paltry sum 
paid by the Northern Counties Railway 
Company. If ever there was an argu- 
ment in favour of Home Rule it was to be 
found in the fact that a transaction like 
this should be consummated by a young 
and immature official without experience, 
and done as a direct breach of a bargain 
made across the floor of the House. This 
was the first thing the hon. Member did 
upon getting his feet into the Treasury 
soil—{[ Ministerial laughter]—perhaps he 
ought to say the mire. A transaction of 
this kind could only be justified because 
it was in furtherance of the policy adopted 
by the late lamented Isaac Gordon. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
have never before heard so much strong 
language used with so little foundation 
or justification as that which we have 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


{COMMONS} 


| just listened to from the hon. and learned 
In 1895 he exposed one| Member for North Louth. 


if this. 
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The hon. and 
jlearned Member has alleged that the 
moment I came into the ‘Treasury I, in 
' defiance of the pledges given by my pre- 
decessor, changed the whole policy with 
regard to this matter, and I have done 
what my right hon. friend promised 
would not be done. There is not a word 
of foundation for any part of that charge. 
When I came into office I found the 
negotiations—the final conclusion of 
which is embodied in this Bill—had very 
nearly approached completion under the 
charge of my predecessor, and what | 
have done has been to carry out the 
negotiations begun by my right hon. 
friend to a conclusion upon the lines he 
was pursuing. The only alterations I 
have made have been, in the first place, 
to safeguard the interests’ of the share- 
holders of the Derry Central Line, whose 
interests the hon. Member accused me of 
utterly neglecting ; and, in the second 
place, to make some effort to secure as 
great protection as it was possible to do 
| in the interests of that part of the country 
served by the line. If 1 have correctly 
understood the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, his complaint is that the pledges 
given by my predecessor have not been 
amply fulfilled. What is the position ! 
The complaint is, as I understand it, that 
no sale of the Government's interest in 
an Irish railway and no sale of an Irish 
railway by the Government should take 
place without full notice, and without 
Parliament having an opportunity of 
expressing an opinion upon it ; | am not 
quite sure, but I think he also said without 
an effort being made to secure com- 
petition. If that be the pledge given by 
my right hon. friend, then it has been 
amply fulfilled. Negotiations were pro- 
ceeding with the Northern Counties 
Railway at the time when the hon. and 
learned Member put his question. They 
had then given notice to terminate their 
agreement at an early date. My right 
hon. friend said at that time that he must 
settle the question as rapidly as possible, 
or else the whole of the traffic on the line 
would be brought to a deadlock. and the 
public would be most seriously incon- 
venienced. What was the position then ? 
| The position was that my predecessor had 
‘conducted long negotiations with the 
Northern Counties Railway, but before 
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accepting their terms, and before con-| to dandle and foster every one of these 


senting finally to deal with them, he 
insisted upon inviting tenders for the 


purchase of the Government's interest | 


in the line. Accordingly, tenders were 
invited for the purchase of that interest, 


with the result that only a single tender | 


was received, and that one wholly inade- 
quate to the amount of the Government 
interest. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Were they public 
tenders, duly advertised ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I| 
think they were, but I cannot speak 
positively on that point. At any rate, it 
was common knowledge to everybody 
concerned that the Government's in- 
terest in the Derry Central Railway 
was inthemarket. As this single tender 
was wholly inadequate, and there being 
reasonable doubts as to whether the 
Derry Central Railway Company would 
be in a position to equip and work the 
line satisfactorily—— 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: You never gave 
them the chance. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
hope the hon. and learned Member will 
not interrupt me. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : I beg pardon. 
Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN : Con- 


sequently, the Government declined their 
tender, and continued the negotiations 
with the Northern Counties which 


had been carried on by my predecessor | 


before he left office. The result of 
those negotiations is now embodied in 


the present Bill, and Parliament is now | 
being given the opportunity of saying | 


whether this bargain shall be ratified or 
not. 


consent of Parliament was amply re- 
deemed by the present Bill. May I for a 
moment dwell upon the merits of the 
case itself, quite apart from my own 
personal action? The hon. and learned 
Member says that if there were a Govern- 
ment in office which cared anything for 
Ireland or Irish interests, or which re- 
garded the country as Irishmen regarded 


‘it, that Government would do its best 


The pledge given by my predecessor | 
that nothing should be done without the | 





| little lines, instead of behaving with a 
combination of all the worst qualities of 
Shylock and Sanguinetti. But is it 
really advisable for the Government to 
dandle and foster by artificial means 
such a railway as this Derry Central 
Railway? It is enclosed in another 
system, and it is not capable of being 
worked except in conjunction with 
that system. From the day this Derry 
Central line was completed, it has been 
worked by the railway in possession of 
that system. It may very well be that 
under those circumstances, and with 
ultimate purchase before them, the 
working company have not done their 
best for the line, and have not developed 
the traffic upon it as they ought to have 
done. But what is the remedy for that ? 
Surely the remedy is, not to continue 
the state of things which gave rise to 
its present condition, but by a purchase 
such as this Bill carries through to make 
it to the interests of the Northern 
Counties Railway, and make it an obliga- 
tion upon them, to work that line in the 
same way as they work the rest of their 
line. The Northern Counties Railway 
received on the last occasion a testimonial 
from the hon. Member for the St. 
Patrick Division of Dublin, which goes 
far to justify the action which the 
Government have taken. He said their 
rates were fair, their service was good, 
their lines were well equipped. and they 
were one of the best railways in Ireland. 
It is to that company that we have sold 
this little railway, which could not be 
successfully carried on by itself, and I 
think that in so doing the Government 
have done the best they could. for the 
district which the line serves. But we 
have gone further than this. We have 
embodied in the agreement the terms 
and conditions upon which the line 
in the future hasto be worked. No rates 
existing on the Derry Central line are 
to be raised without the sanction of the 
Railway Commission. If the rates are 
in any case higher than those under 
similar circumstances at other parts of 
the Northern Counties line, they are to 
be reduced to the rates existing on the 
Northern Counties line. And, finally, 
the Government provide—and in this 
respect the Bill has been amended so as 
to endeavour to meet the views expressed 
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upon the Second Reading by the hon. | 
Member for Dublin and my hon. friend 
the Member for South Tyrone—that 
the purchasing company shall, after 
the passing of the Act, well and sufficiently 
equip, work, develop, manage, and 
maintain the railway in_ perpetuity, 
afford reasonable facilities for the public, 
having regard to all the circumstances 
of the railway, but not less than such 
facilities as at present exist, and that they 
shall in no way and under no circum- 
stances work the railway so as to pre- 
judicially affect the full and free flow of 
traffic of every description to and from 
Dublin, Belfast, and Londonderry. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): 
Do the words “ reasonable facilities ” 
mean previous facilities ? 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN 
Previous facilities were not reasonable. 
I think by these conditions the Govern- 
ment have done their best to secure that 
the district shall not be starved, and that 
they are providing the best guarantee, by 
the sale of the railway to the Northern 
Counties Company, that the line shall 
be worked well in the future. The hon. 
and learned Member says we have acted 
with an utter disregard to the interests 
of the shareholders, and he also drew 
a contrast between my predecessor, the 
present President of the Board of 
Agriculture, and myself, in which he 
suggested that had my right hon. 
friend remained Secretary to the Trea- 
sury this sacrifice would not have 
occurred. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY : I did not say that. 


Mr. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN: I 
thought that was the innuendo. I] 
think we have been very tender of the 
interests of the Derry Central share- 
holders. We have foregone part of the 
price offered to us by the Northern 
Counties Railway for the line—namely, 
£5,000, on condition that the company 
should. out of their own funds, add 
another £5,000, and the £10,000 thus 
obtained will go in compensation to the’ 
Derry Central shareholders in addition 
to the £10,000 already offered by the 
company ; so that we have provided the | 
sum of £20,000 in all, less a small matter | 


Mr. Austen Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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of £500 which goes to the secretary 
as compensation for the shareholders. 
If the House reject the Billon the Third 
Reading the result will be that the line 
would go derelict, and there would be no 
service in the district at all. I hope 
hon. Members will mot be led away by the 
passionate language of the hon. and 
learned Member, because by passing 
this Bill they will be serving the best 
interests both of the shareholders and 
the inhabitants of the district concerned. 


Mr. MOORE (Antrim, N.) said he 
should be very sorry if the House accepted 
the somewhat strong views which had 
just been expressed by the Secretary 
to the Treasury. There had been no 
objection to the Bill before the Committee 
upstairs, and therefore the House was 
practically bound to support the Third 
Reading. The Belfast and Northern 
Company had not carried out their 
pledges in the past, and the next time 
the company came to the House of 
Commons for further powers he hoped 
that hon. Members on the Ministerial 
side of the House would watch very 
closely any demands they made. The 
Derry Central Railway was made some 
twenty years ago, and it had been by 
agreement controlled by the Northern 
Counties Railway, and he assured hon. 
Members that it was frequently possible 
to walk to their destination just as quick- 
ly as the Northern Counties Railway 
brought them along the Derry Central 
line. This company had starved the 
line in every way, and complaints had 
been made about it time after time. 
The inhabitants and the shareholders in 
the district concerned had expressed 
great dissatisfaction with the course 
taken by the Treasury. He wished 
also to point out that the application 
to the Railway Commission was wholly 
illusory, and they knew already what a 
great expense an application to that 
Commission meant to aprivate individual. 
When this company came to ask for 
further powers, the House would be 
able to exercise a severe check in regard 
to their working of this line. The Derry 
Central Company had been starved into 
submission by the Northern Counties 
Company, who declared, after shame- 
fully neglecting it, that they could no 
longer continue to work the line, and 
then of course they were able to make 
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their own terms for the purchase of the 


was a great misfortune, but he agreed 
that the Treasury had no option in the 
matter, 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said that, after 
the revelations made by the last speaker, 
the proposals of the Bill appeared to be 
doing a manifest injustice to the share- 
holders. It was therefore only reason- 
able that further time should be allowed 
forthe Treasury to reconsider the ques- 
tion, and he moved the adjournment of 
the debate. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Secretary to the | 


Treasury has given his explanation, and I 


cannot accept the motion for adjourn- | 


ment. 


{10 Jury 1901} 
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| you to rule that the motion for adjourn- 
Government’s interest in the line. It | 


ment is not in order ? 
*Mr. SPEAKER: That is my ruling. 


*Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) thought they were entitled to adjourn 
the question until the late Secretary to 
the Treasury was present to give his 
explanation, and surely it was competent 
to move the adjournment under those 
circumstances. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot allow the 
matter to be argued. I have given my 
decision, which is that the adjournment 
is a motion which cannot be moved now. 


Question put, “ That the Bill be now 
read the third time.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 161 ; Noes, 





Mr. T. M. HEALY: DoI understand 78. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir Alex.F. 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour,Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt Hon. G.W.(Leeds) 
Balfour,MajK.R(Christchurch 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.( Bristol) , 


Bignold, Arthur 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brown, Alexander H.(Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen(Wore’r 
Chapman, Edward 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, SirJohnCharles Ready | 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile | 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

Denny, Colonel 





AYES. 


Digby, John K. D, Wingfield- 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


' Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hon.KdwardAlgernon 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster,SirMichael(Lond. Univ.) 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgoJoachim 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,Sir EW(B’ryS.Edm’nds 
Groves, James Grimble 
Gunter, Sir Robert 
Hamilton,RtHn LordG(Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry) 


Hardy,Laurence (Kent, Ashf’rd | 


Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James (Staffords, N.W. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie(Hampstead 
Hope, J.F.(Sheffield, Brightside 


| Hornby, Sir William Henry 


Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J.(Midd.,Tottenham) 
Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 


| Jessel,Captain Herbert Merton 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kemp, George : 
Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T. (Denbigh) 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W. (Salop 


(Division List No. 320.) 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Kt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Leng, Sir John 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 

Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Bristol, S.) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowther,Rt.Hon.James( Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, ReginaldJ.( Portsmouth 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 

M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James (Stirlingshire 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Maxwell, W..J H.( Dumfriesshire 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morton,ArthurH.A. (Deptford 
Mowbray, Sir Robt. Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G.( Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henryj 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Ridley, Hon. M. W.(Staly bridge) 





1463 Belfast Harbour 


Ropner, Colonel Robert 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) | 
Sharpe, William Edward T. | 
Smith,H.C(North’mb. Tynesi’e | 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas.(Somerset | 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 

Stock, James Henry | 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 

Brigg, John 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Colville, John 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan) 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duncan, J. Hastings 
Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 


{COMMONS} 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 


| Stroyan, John 
| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Rt. En.J.G.(Oxf’dUniv. | 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond,Rt.Hn.SirWilliam H. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Wason, JohnCathcart(Orkney | 


Webb, Colonel William George 


NOES. 


Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh.) 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, SirJ osephF’.( Accrington) 
MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Mansfield,Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 

Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Kelly, James(RoscommonN 
O'Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 

Paulton, James Mellor 
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| Wharton,Rt.Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Wilson, A. Stanley(Yorks,E. R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 


, Wilson, J. W. (Worcestersh.N.) 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


TELLERS FOR THE AyES—Mr. 
O’Neill and Mr. Wolff. 


Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell : 

Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, RtHn.C.R(Northants) 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David Alfred (Merthyr 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. T. M. Healy and Mr. 
Flynn. 





Bill read the third time, and passed. 


BELFAST HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
(By OrpDER. ) 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) 
moved for the appointment of a hybrid 
Committee. He said he did not think 
it desirable that he should go over the 
same grounds that he did yesterday 
when moving the rejection of thé Bill, 
but for the same reasons he now moved 
that the Bill be referred to a hybrid Com- 
mittee. It was a very important Bill, 
and a very large number of the inhabi- 
tants of Belfast felt intense dissatisfaction 
with the existing state of things, and 
with the constitution of the harbour 
board, the franchise, and other matters 
generally in reference to the Board. 
He therefore thought it most desirable 
that it should be referred to a Com- 


mittee on which members of the House 
who had special knowledge of the cir- 
cumstances should be appointed instead 
of members selected by chance and upon 
which there might be no one who had a 
personal and precise knowledge of the 
circumstances. The Belfast Corporation 
Bill some years ago was referred to a 
hybrid Committee, as he suggested 
should be done with this Bill; on con- 
sideration of that Belfast Corporation 
Bill similar conditions arose, and the 
result of the consideration of that Bill 
was satisfactory to all persons concerned. 
The hybrid Committee went fully into 
all the circumstances, and arrived at a 
conclusion which was just to all parties 
in Belfast, and which had given every 
satisfaction ever since. He thought, 
therefore, that they could not do better 
than follow that precedent and refer 
this Bill to a similar tribunal, and he 
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moved the motion in the hope that if 
that were done a similarly satisfactory 
settlement might be arrived at. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Order for Committee [9th July] 
be read and discharged, and that the 
Bill be committed to a Select Committee 
of Nine Members, Five to be nominated 
by the House, and Four by the Com- 
mittee of Selection ; that, subject to the 
Rules, Orders, and Proceedings of this 
House, all Petitions against the Bill be 
referred to the Committee, and such of 
the Petitioners as pray to be heard by 
themselves, their Counsel, Agents, or 
Witnesses be heard on their Petitions 
against the Bill if they think fit, and 
Counsel heard in support of the said Bill 
against such Petition; that the Com- 
mittee have power to send for persons, 
papers, and records; that Five be the 
quorum. —(Mr. John Redmond.) 


Sim JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.? 
said that it was important that the refer. 
ence to the Committee should be carried 
out without delay, and that it would in- 
volve ten days notice on a Bill which was 
really an unopposed Bill if the motion 
were to be carried. 


An Hon. MEMBER rose to order. and 
stated that they could not hear what 
was being said. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is hardly a 
question of order. Perhaps the hon. 
Member will raise his voice. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT said he had 
the greatest abhorrence to hybrid Com- 
mittees. He spoke as one having ex- 
perience. He sat on the Belfast Corpo- 
ration Bill as an advocate on one side, 
not as a juror, and the corresponding 
member who sat on the other side an- 
nounced to the House that if he were not 
put on the Committee his friends would 
be obliged to employ an extra counsel, 
but by reason of his being on the Com- 
mittee that expense would be saved ; 
in other words, that he went there as an 
advocate. Belfast did not desire any 
advocates on either side. They asked 
for a fair tribunal selected by the House, 
not on party lines, but selected by the 
Committee of Selection to try the Bill and 
weigh the evidence brought before them, 
and arrive at a conclusion as jurors 


{10 Juty 1901} 


Harbour Bill. 1466 
| without fear, favour, or affection. It 
'was evident by the motion that it was 
| proposed that there should be imported 
|into the Committee a portion at least 
that should be prejudiced. There was 
no use disguising that fact. Hybrid 
Committees were simply appointed upon 
that ground, and a hybrid Committee of 
that class would have two or three Mem- 
bers from that side and two or three 
Members sitting below the gangway on 
‘the other side of the House; and they 
knew with what opinions they went into 
that Committee, and how fairly they 
weighed the evidence, and that they 
simply went there as advocates. Belfast 
had nothing to fear if the case were 
brought before any Committee the House 
pleased to appoint, but they asked that 
it should not be appointed upon party 
lines, but by the Committee of Selection, 
which should fairly consider the pro- 
visions of the Bill and arrive at a con- 
clusion that would be just to all sides. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY said that the 
Government yesterday sat through the 
debate without saying one single 
word, although the question of law 
and order was largely involved. He 
asked the Government whether they 
had no opinion upon this matter, or 
whether they did not consider it 
one which deserved their attention. 
They knew that on the last occasion, 
some four or five years ago, when 
the then Government — predecessors 
of the right hon. Gentlemen—assented 
to the hybrid Committee on the 
Belfast Corporation Bill, he was assailed 
in the most virulent terms by the 
hon. Baronet, who said the interests 
of the loyalists had been sacrificed and 
the interests of the rebels had been 
recognised by Her Majesty’s Ministers. 
What was to prevent the right hon. 
Gentleman giving his views on the 
matter? No doubt it seemed a very 
fair thing that they should select a jury 
from gentlemen who never heard of 
Belfast before except on the 12th July, 
but he did not think they should be 
‘asked to confirm a system like that. 
They conceived that ignorance was not 
{the best basis upon which an arrange- 
| ment could be arrived at, and they really 
| thought that two or three Irish Members, 
| who had some acquaintance with their 
! 
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own country and its affairs, ought not to 
be permanently disqualified from sitting 
on these Committees. Of course it 
those questions to be tried were British 
questions, such as an electric system or 
the purity of gas at Bournemouth, he 
could quite conceive that persons of the 
utmost ignorance would be best qualified 
to pass an opinion on questions of that 
nature ; but when they had to deal with 
places like Belfast, and considerations 
arising therefrom, they ought to have 
some tribunal with some _ intelligent 
appreciation of the affairs of that com- 
munity from 1688 downwards. There- 
fore he thought when they had a Bill like 
this, affecting an area which generated 
so much violent trouble, and led to so 
much disorder and bloodshed, on the 
12th July and other anniversaries, it 
was not too much for them to ask that an 
intelligent tribunal, such, for instance, as 
was employed in the south of Ireland to 
try prisoners, with a certain amount of 
exclusion and a certain amount of in- 
clusion, should pass its judgment upon 
the Bill. [Order, order!] The hon. 
Member who had interrupted was most 
sensitive. He had said nothing which 
would bring a blush to the most modest 
cheek. He did not think he had said 
anything which would offend the most 
rancorous Queen’s Islander. Having 
regard to the necessity of providing for 
an intelligent tribunal in dealing with 
the question, he conceived that they 
ought to allow of the appointment of a 
hybrid Committee, which, as regards all 
such troublesome questions, had already 
dealt with them in that House. 


{COMMONS} 
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THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover): As the 
hon. Member has invited me to interpose, 
I may say that I did not rise yesterday 
because I did not think any question of 
law and order was involved in the Bill. 
The Bill was argued on its merits, and it 
seemed to be certain to win on its merits, 
as it was intended to foster the great 
shipping industry of Belfast, and I 
thought therefore there was no occasion 
for intervening in the debate. But the 
hon. Member for Waterford has stated 
that he desired a hybrid Committee, 
which is a somewhat exceptional 
tribunal in order to deal with the question, 
and in order that the question of the 
police of Belfast should be imported into 
the consideration of an industrial project. 
I am opposed to that if no stronger case 
can be made out for it. 1 am opposed 
to a hybrid Committee. 1 think grave 
objection can be urged against referring 
such a Bill to a hybrid Committee. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton is opposed to sending 
such proposals to hybrid Committees, 
and personally I think an ordinary Com- 
mittee perfectly well qualified to judge 
whether the project will benefit the 
shipping industry of Belfast, whether 
it is properly drawn to achieve the 
object for which it is promoted, and 
whether the project is one which should 
receive Parliamentary sanction. 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 113 ; Noes, 
171. - (Division List No. 321). 


AYES. , 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N. E.) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Black, Alexander Wm. 
Boland, John 


Doogan, P. C. 


Duncan, J. Hastings 
Emmott, Alfred 
Fenwick, Charles 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. ) 
Joyce, Michael 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 





Brigg, John: 

Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Craig, Robert Hunter 
Crean, Eugene 

Cullinan, J. 

Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Delany, William 
Dillon, John 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


Ferguson, K. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William 

Flynn, James Christopher 
Fuller, J. M. F. 

Gilhooly, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, Jobn 

Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hollaad, William Henry 
Hope, John D. (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 





Leamy, Edmund 

Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 
Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swiit 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Mooney, John J. 
Murnaghan, George 
Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 
Newnes, Sir George 
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Nolan,Col. John P.(Galway,N. | 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipp’r’y Mid) | 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) | 
’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O'Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 
O'Dowd, John 

O'Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 

O’ Kelly, James( Roscommon, N 
O'Malley, William 

O'Mara, James 
O’Suaughnessy, P. J. 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. } 
Anstruther, H. 

Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, kt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bain, Col. James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred | 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Baltour, Kt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Balfour,Maj.K R(Christchureh 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, RtHn.SirM. H. (Bristol) | 
Bignold, Arthur 
Blundell, Col. Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brown, Alex. H. (Shropshire) 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(G)’se’w 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, VC W.(Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor) 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Cham berlain,J. Austen(W’re’r 
Chapman, Euward 

Cochrane, Hon.Thos. H. A. E. 
Coztnll, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready | 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Col. 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingtield- 
Doughty, George 
Durning-Lawrence, Sir Edwin 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst | 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzroy,Hn. Edward Algernon | 


| Galloway, William Johnson 
| Godson,SirAugustus Frederick | 


| Groves, James Grimble 


| Heath, James(Staffords.N.W. 
| Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) | 


| Lowe, Francis William 
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Philipps, John Wynford 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


| Rigg, Richard 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Roche, Johni 
Roe, Sir Thomas 


| Schwann, Charles E. 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Soares, Ernest J. 
Spencer, RtHnC. R.( Northants 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 


NOES. 


Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Sir M. (Lond. Univ.) 


Gordon, Hn.J. E(Elgin& Nairn) 
Gorst, Kt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon. George J. 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greene,SirE W(B’rySEdm’nds 


Guest, Hon. Ivor Churchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert | 
Hamilton, RtHn. LordG(Mid’x | 


| Hamilton,Marq.of(L’nd’nd’rry | 


Hardy, Laurence(Kent,Ashf'd | 
Haslam, Sir Alfred S. 


Helder, Augustus 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Hoult, Joseph | 
Howard, John (Kent,Faversh. | 
Howard,J.(Midd.,Tottenham | 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 

Jebb, Sir Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 


| Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hn. Geo. T. (Denbigh) 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. W.(Salop 
Laurie, Lt.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 

Lawson, Jolin Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Long,Col.Charles W( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsm’th) 





Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maconochie, A. W. 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) | 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb., W.) 
M‘Killop,James(Stirlingshire) 


| Maple, Sir John Blundell 
| Maxwell, WJ H(Dumfriesshire 
| Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
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Thomson, F. W.(York, W. R.) 
Tomkinson, James 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wason,Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitley, J. H. (Halifax) 
Williams,Osmond(Merioneth) 
Wilson, HenryJ.( Yorks, W.R.) 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYFS— 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


| Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
| Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
| Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 


Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf'rd 
Mowbray, Sir Robert,Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

O’ Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewiug, Charles Lindsay 
Pemberton, John 8. G. 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Cl. Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hn. M. W.(Stalybridge 
Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, CharlesHilton (Lincoln) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Smitb, HC(North’umbT’nes de 
Spear, John Ward 

Stanley, EdwardJas. (Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 


| Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Stroyan, John 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


| Talbot, kt. Hn. JG(Oxf'd Univ. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.SirC EH(Sheffield 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. SirWm. H. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, JohnUathcart(Orkney 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
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Whiteley,H. (Ashton-u.-Lyne 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,A.Stanley(Yorks,E. R. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND then moved 
“That it be an Instruction to the Com- 
mittee to introduce a Clause assimilating 
the franchise of the Belfast Harbour 
Board to that of the local municipal 
franchise.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have to inform 
the hon. Member that the Instruction is 
out of order. An exactly similar Instruc- 
tion was moved on a Bill of a very similar 
description promoted by the same 
Board ; the Instruction being of exactly 
the same purport as that of the hon. 
Member, I cannot do better than give 
the reasons I gave then— 

“I think this Instruction is not in order. 
The Bill does not deal with the constitution of 
the Belfast Harbour authority, and the Instruc- 
tion proposes that the Committee shall have 
power to inquire whether any alteration in the 
qualification of electors shall be made. This 
travels outside the scope of the Bill. The har- 
bour authority has been duly constituted, and 
when it comes afterwards for further powers of 
the kind usually granted to such authorities it 
cannot be altered on a further Instruction. 
Therefore for these reasons I must rule the 
Instruction out of other.” 


The same applies to the Instruction of 
the hon. Member for North Cork.; I do 
not see the hon. Member in his place to 
move it, but if he did move it I should 
rule it out of order. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: In the ab- 
sence of my hon. friend, and as you, 
Sir, have given a considered ruling upon 
it, of course I cannot in any way take 
exception to your ruling, but I might 
be allowed to ask you whether, in con- 
sidering the point, you have had con- 
sideration for the fact that in the year 
1882, on the Belfast Harbour Bill, a 
precisely similar Bill to this, the late 
Mr. Biggar was allowed by the authori- 
ties of that day to raise the question 
of the franchise, and that from that 
date down to 1896 on several Bills—on 
the Bill dealing with the Rathmines and 


+The motion on the Paper in the name of 
Mr. Flynn was “ That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee to introduce a clause to provide 
for the erection of a police barrack upon the 
Queen’s Island, Belfast.” 
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Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm. ‘fl 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- | 

| Wylie, Alexander 
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| Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 

Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 

TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir James Haslett and Mr. 
John Gordon. 


Corporation Bill. 


. (Yorks. ) 


Rathgar townships by the right hon. 
Member for the Forest of Dean, and 
again on the Belfast Main Drainage 
Bill by Mr. Sexton, an exactly similar 
course was pursued, and during subse- 
quent years down to 1897. I ask 
whether you had consideration to the 
fact that in all those cases the course 
I propose to pursue was permitted from 
the Chair, and I ask whether you have 
taken those former precedents into 
account in giving your ruling. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am aware of those 
decisions, but the hon. Mezaber is mis- 
taken in saying that they are in point. 
Most of them, if not all of them, were 
questions of Second Reading, and a much 
wider scope may sometimes be taken on 
Second Reading than can be given on an 
Instruction. At any rate, 1 am quite 
clear that in this case the Instruction 
is out of order. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: In some of 


those cases they were Instructions. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not say all of 


them. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: You will 
quite understand, Sir, that in making 
these remarks I am not questioning 
your ruling at all. If is only natural 
under the circumstances I have men- 
tioned that I should point out that 
your ruling seemed to be in contradiction 
to the rulings previously given, and it 
is only right that I should ask for en- 
lightenment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : If I were to examine 
those cases in detail from the reports I 
have here, I think I could show that they 
are not in point on the question of In- 
struction. However, it is sufficient that 
I am decidedly of the opinion that I have 
expressed. 


MANSFIELD CORPORATION BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered. and 
agreed to. 
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CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


DOVER GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


Returns, 


DUNDEE CORPORATION ORDER CON- 
FIRMATION BILL. 


[Unper Section 7, Sup-section (2), OF THE | 
PrivaTe LEGISLATION PRocepURE (SCOTLAND) 
Act, 1899.] | 


Read the third time, and passed. 


AYR COUNTY BUILDINGS PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER CONFIRMATION BILL [Lords]. 


[Unper Section 9, Sus-secrion (4), OF THE | 
PrivATE LEGISLATION ProcepuRE (SCOTLAND) 
Act, 1899.] 


Read the third time, and passed. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2.) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 


AGRICULTURAL RATES CONGESTED 
DISTRICTS AND BURGH LAND TAX 
RELIEF (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1896. 

_ Petitions in favour of re-enactment, 

from Kinglassie ; and Kintyre (two) ; to 

lie upon the Table 


ALKALI, ETC., WORKS REGULATION 
BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Glasgow ; 


and Royal College of Physicians of Ire- 
land ; to lie upon the Table. 


DRUNKARDS BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Huddersfield ; 
and Altrincham ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION BILL. 


Petition from Burton-on-Trent, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table. 


EDUCATION (CONTINUATION SCHOOLS) 
BILL. 


Petition from Longton, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Tow Law ; 
Oxford; Patrington ; Failsworth ; 
Dukinfield ; Nantymoel; Churwell 
(three) ; and Redruth (two) ; to lie upon 
the Tables 


SOVEREIGN’S OATH ON ACCESSION 
BILL. 


Petitions against, from South Holder- 
ness; West Mersea; and East Mersea ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (KING’S 
SCHOLARSHIP EXAMINATION). 
Return [presented 8th July] to be 

printed. [No. 258.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2654 and 2655 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 
Copy presented of Colonial Report, 
No. 326 (Barbadoes, Annual Report for 
1900) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SAINT LUCIA. 

Copy presented of Amendment of Rule 
No. 247 of Prison Rules relating to the 
Remission of Sentences [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES IN SCOTLAND 
(TECHNICAL EDUCATION). 

Return ordered, “showing the ex- 
tent to which, and the manner in which, 
Local Authorities in Scotland have 
allocated and applied funds to the pur- 
poses of Technical Education during the 
year ending 15th day of May, 1901, under 
the following Acts:—Local Taxation 
(Custems and Excise) Act, 1890 ; Educa- 
tion 1d Local Taxation Account (Scot- 
land) Act, 1892; Technical Schools 
(Scotlaad) Act, 1887 ; Technical Instrue- 
tion Amendment (Scotland) Act, 1892 : 
and Public Libraries Acts.” —(The Lord 


' Advocate.) 
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NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 


Ordered, That the parties appearing 
before the Select Committee on the 


National Gallery (Purchase of Adjacent. 


Land) Bill have leave to print the Minutes 
of the Evidence taken before «the Com- 
mittee, day by day, from the Committee 
Clerk’s copy, if they think fit.—(Mr. 
Akers Douglas.) 


FINANCE BILL. 


As amended in Committee and on 
re-committal, considered. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) moved the 
omission of Clause 2, which imposes the 
sugar tax. He said he made this further 


protest against the tax because he con- | 


sidered a vital objection was to be found 
in the frank admission of the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer that they must not look 
upon it as an emergency tax, but as a 
permanent part of the fiscal financial 
system of this country. That declara- 
tion added to the gravity of the proposal, 
and when they remembered that the im- 
position of the tax was a revolutionary 
and retrograde step in the financial 
system of the country, he thought it 
would be impossible to attach too great 
weight to the declaration. The placing 
of a tax upon an article of food which had 
for many years been free from all taxation 
was a proceeding, so far as his knowledge 
went, which was unknown in the finan- 
cial system of the country for half a 
century. He had listened with astonish- 
ment to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
pointing out that in the days of the 
Crimean War the tax on sugar was much 
heavier than at the present moment. 
He had always been led to believe that we 
had progressed in this country in the art 
of finance since the days of the Crimean 
War, and the fact that a tax was in force 
fifty years ago was not an argument in 
favour of its being imposed on the people 
now. But whatever the tax on sugar 


was in the days of the Crimean War, he | 


did not think that at any time a tax had 
again been placed upon sugar or any other 


primary article of food after that article | 
had been left free from taxation for a 


great many years. That was what was 
proposed to be done on the present 
occasion. On this question he was not 
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| greatly surprised at the views put forward 
by some hon. Members in the course of 
,the debate. Some hon. Members oppo- 
| site seemed to question the assertion that 
sugar was a primary article of the food 
of the people of this country. He was 
astonished that that assertion should be 
questioned, but as it had been questioned 
it was essential that it should be dealt 
with. Men who were experts in this 
matter had held that one of the causes of 
the health and strength of the people of 
this country was the greatly increased 
consumption of sugar which had resulted 
from the freedom of that article of food 
from all taxation. The facts as to the 
enormous increase—quite unparalleled 
‘in other European countries so far as he 
knew—in the consumption of sugar per 
head of the population were very remark- 
able. In 1863 the consumption of sugar 
per head in this country was 30 lbs. ; 
in 1866, 38]bs.; in 1884, 70 lbs. ; and 
in 1890, 86]lbs. Therefore, the con- 
sumption of sugar per head of the popu- 
lation in England had increased very 
nearly three times since sugar was freed 
from taxation. Of course that gave 
a slightly exaggerated view, for no doubt 
it was not all actual consumption, because 
a portion of that was due to the manu- 
facture of jams and confections which 
were exported. There’ was no doubt, 
however, that the consumption per head 
of the population had certainly doubled, 
if not more than doubled, as an article of 
food. That alone was a very remark- 
able and important fact, and it ought to 
be kept in mind in dealing with the 
question. There could be no controversy 
on the point that sugar was not only an 
article of food, but an important and vital 
article of food—one of the most whole- 
some and most useful from the point of 
view of strength and the development of 
the muscular system. The hon. Member 
proceeded to refer to experiments which 
had been made with respect to the 
dietetic value of sugar. In an article on 
the subject in the British Medical 
Journal of 27th April this year he found 
the following passage :— 

“In 1893 Mosso made careful experiments 
upon men with his ergograph. He found that 
much less muscular deterioration occurred 
under a sugar diet, and also found that when 
the muscles were fatigued and incapable of 


further work, a sugar diet quickly rendered 
them fit again. In Berlin, in the year 1895 
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Staff-Surgeon Schumberg experimented upon 
various men, both of weak and of strong 
muscular physique, taking special care to ex- | 
clude all possible influence of suggestion. He | 
found that in half to three-quarters of an hour | 
30 grams of sugar restored the power of work 
to muscles so tired that they had previously 
given hardly appreciable results.” 

Mr. Root in his valuable work on the 
sugar industry said— 

‘There isa general consensus of opinion that 
sugar cultivation is the healthiest in the 
tropics. The sugar itself is not only the most | 
nutritious, it is also the most popular of foods. 
The labourer sustains himself during his | 
exhausting toil by sucking a piece of sugar 
cane; a section taken home after his day’s 
work provides the evening meal for his family, 
and it is during the cane harvest that the | 
negro—man, woman, and child—is the sleekest 
and fattest.” 


In the same article he found that— 


“In December, 1897, the question of the 
usefulness of sugar as a food for soldiers was 
raised in the German Parliament, and in con- 
sequence of the discussion that ensued a further 
investigation took place at Metz during the 
autumn manceuvres of 1898. Twenty men 
were selected from each company; an extra 
ration of 100 grams of sugar was issued to ten 
out of each twenty selected. The results were 
conclusively in favour of the sugar eaters. 
They increased in weight, which their comrades 
did not; they enjoyed better health, and were 
able to support the hard work with much less 
distress. None were overcome, and their pulse 
rate and breathing were less affected by exertion. 
They relished the sugar, too, and did not get 
surfeited by it- The use of a lump or two was 
described as acting like a charm, not only against 
fatigue, but alsoin quenching thirst. Asaresult 
of these experiments, it was resolved that the 
sugar ration for the German soldiers should be 
raised to 60 grams per diem. The French soldier | 
gets 104 grams during peace, 21 grams during | 
manoeuvres, and 3l grams during active 
service. The English soldier gets 37 grams.” 

He maintained that sugar was not 
only a necessary article of food, but one 
particularly useful to the working classes | 
of this country, who had to undergo long 
sustained and violent exertion. It was 
proved now to the satisfaction of physi- | 
ologists and physicians that there was no | 
food more calculated to invigorate the 
muscles, and enable men to subject them- 
selves to prolonged exertion without | 
distress. It was also a fact that this food | 
was exceedingly useful and necessary for | 
young children, and therefore it was 
beyond all question that in placing a tax | 
upon sugar they were placing a tax on | 
one of the prime necessities of the people 
of this country. Another grave con- 
sideration with the tax was that it was | 
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impossible for anyone who had watched 
the course of the discussion of questions 
of taxation during the last five years 
to look on this as an isolated tax. The 
imposition of the sugar tax was only the 
first step in the process of broadening 
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| the basis of taxation which was advocated 
‘In a series of letters published in The 
| Times three or four years ago. Those 


letters were evidently written by some 
great authority on finance, or one who. 
imagined himself to be so. This writer 
advocated first and foremost a tax on. 


|sugar, and also a small tax on meat, on 


corn, and on some other articles of food. 
This year, after the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had acted on the advice of this 
weighty correspondent of The Times, he 
emerged again from his obscurity, patted 
the right hon. Gentleman on the back 
for having adopted his chief suggestion. 
and went on to say that of course the 
sugar tax was only one item in the pro- 
gramme, the whole of which he trusted 
and believed would be carried into effect. 
In one of these letters it was pointed out 
that the provision made for permanent 
expenditure was insufficient, that for at 
least three or four years fifty millions a 
year would be required for the Army, 
and that moderate duties on corn and 


agricultural produce would be necessary. 


He believed himself that the whole pro- 
Supposing 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer came to 
the House next year, and under the pres 
sure of the naval and military expendi- 
ture which was being recklessly piled up 
proposed a tax on margarine, what would. 


_be the position of the Irish Members ? 
/They had now cast to the winds the 


principle of not taxing the food of the 


people. The Government now proposed. 


‘to tax the food of the people in a way 
‘that would cruelly and unjustly oppress 


the people of Ireland. Suppose the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer were to say 
next year, “ We will redress the balance, 
and lay taxes on meat, margarine, butter, 
corn, and wheat,” how could the Irish 
Members refuse to support these taxes, 
which would put millions into the pockets 
Sugar was as much 
a food of the people as wheat or corn, 
the only difference being that from that 
point of view the tax on sugar would 
press with especial cruelty on the poor 
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people of Ireland, while a tax upon corn, 
or margarine, or butter, or even imported 
meat, would have the reverse effect. 
He laid stress on this point, because he 
wished the House to realise that if they 
were going to enter on this disastrous 
career of reimposing on the people of 
this country the taxes which the great 
financiers of the past, now dead and gone, 
had taken off from the food of the people, 
they must not blame the Irish Members | 
if they demanded that taxes should be | 
put on meat, corn, butter, and mar- | 
garine, which would press heavily on | 
the working classes of the United King- | 
dom. These would be entitled to say, | 
‘‘ You have set us the evil example by 
breaking down the great traditions | 
of the best financiers of the past | 
generations.” 
It was really no wonder that they | 
should have these extraordinary financial | 
evils imposed in this House when they | 
read inane rubbish in the greatest journal | 
of the country, The Times, as sound | 
financial teaching. In a recent number | 
of that journal it was stated as a great 
| 

| 











principle, laid down beyond all contro- 
versy and as the beginning of wisdom, 
that they ought to consider what the rich 
man did with his wealth, when it would | 
be found beyond all doubt that he spent 
his income in paying wages—that the 
rich man’s main luxury was to employ 
labour. The argument which that 
sentence was used to support was that it | 
did not matter in the least degree whether | 
they put taxation on the rich or the | 
poor, because if they taxed the rich 
they lessened the fund for the payment 
of labour. That was the modern finance 
of The Times newspaper! He ventured 
to prophesy that if this Government | 
remained in power, and if they accepted 
the doctrines of this writer in The Times, 
on which the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
seemed to rely, before long a condition | 
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first of all say that in the course of the 
debate in this House and outside in 
reference to the present Budget Bill, it 
was rather disheartening to the men 
who believed in democratic government 
to see that the opposition to the coal tax 
had been far better organised than that 
against the sugar tax, although the sugar 
tax was a far more reactionary measure 
and a greater departure from sound 
principles of finance. How had that 
arisen ? He did not in the least charge 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer with it, 
but it was true that the proposed im- 
position of a sugar tax had leaked out, 
and there was not a single sugar dealer, 
wholesale or retail, who had not made a 
big haul out of the tax. For weeks before 
the Budget the ports of the country were 
blocked with vessels bringing cargoes of 
sugar, and dealers doubled and trebled 
their stocks before the tax was imposed. 
He maintained that all the great interests 
which would be most naturally affected 
by the tax were silenced. Everybody 
knew that the general body of the people 
were the last to hear of these matters. 
It had been perfectly amazing—almost 
incredible—what a clamour had_ been 
raised by the coal party by means of 
their machinery and the money at their 
disposal, that their industry was going to 
be destroyed by the coal tax, and they 
had succeeded in obtaining great con- 
cessions. But if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had so arranged that the coal 
owners and dealers were going to make 
a great deal of money out of the coal tax 
there would not have been half the 
opposition to it that there was. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had set up 


'an elaborate and difficult machinery for 


the collection of the sugar tax in order 
to collect a halfpenny per pound, which 
the right hon. Gentleman says nobody 
would feel—although he was going to 
draw five millions from it. But did he 





of confusion and disaster would arise in | pealise, in putting sugar under the 
the finances of the country which would | jarrow of taxation, that it was the first 
produce in time a very great reaction. step which cost, and that it would be 
That was the ground on which he! easy to increase that halfpenny to a 
strongly opposed this tax. He had been | penny, as the machinery was there ? 
“arsed to ye the eg eepers of the | Was it true that there was no opposition 
ixchequer and some of his supporters | sugar tax a > Vel strene 
allege that there had been no canaiiie | eae een “se pe 
to this tax, and that no great interest | was evidence strong and striking of the 
had been taken in it. He should show feeling in the country against this tax, 
that that was not true. But he might | and none was more impressive than that 


Mr. Dillon. 
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which was given at the meeting of the{ wages were high and trade was good. 


National 


Association of Co-operative | Great taxationreforms wereaccomplished, 


Societies, held recently at Middlesbrough | not so much by popular agitation, but by 


—attended by 1,300 delegates. 


When | 


the question of the sugar tax was raised | 


some gentlemen remonstrated, because 


they held that politics should not be) 


introduced into the congress, but despite 
that, a resolution was unanimously 
carried that the congress deplored the 
action of the Government in putting a 
tax on sugar, which was mainly 
on the working classes ; it declared for a 
free breakfast table, and held that the 


a tax | 


increase of expenditure of thirty-five | 


millions was unwarrantable and 
justifiable. When that resolution 


un- 
was 


brought before the Chancellor of the | 


Exchequer the right hon. Gentleman 
said that the congress represented the 
grocers, and that he knew this tax was 
unpopular with the grocers. But the 
congress did not represent the grocers, 
and it was unjust and unfair to say so. 
The congress consisted of the citizens 
of this country—to an immense extent 
the working classes—and it was that 
which made the resolution so important. 
The congress was}not even a Liberal 
association, but a mixed body of Tories, 
Liberals, and Radicals. That was a very 
strong indication of the great strength 
and extent of the opposition to the sugar 
tax in the country. But there was 
another striking instance. The last 
Member elected to the House—the hon. 
Member for the Saffron Walden Division 
—told the House that the subject of 
most interest during his election cam- 
paign was the sug r tax, and that that 
had influenced more votes in his favour 
than any other political subject. Then 
there were resolutions passed by co-opera- 
tive guilds and women’s trade unions 
against the tax, and when these wished 
an interview on the matter the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer replied that he 
regretted he could net receive them. 
These were all facts showing that there 
was a very large volume of opinion 
against the tax. But even if that were 
not so, he should still oppose the tax, 
because he believed it to be radically 
vicious and wrong in principle. These 
questions of taxation were not questions 
on which popular excitement or interest 
could be very easily roused, particularly 





great leaders, who had studied the effects 
of taxation on the social life of the people 
and the prosperity of the trade of the 
country. It would take time for the 
people to realise the injury this tax 
inflicted upon them, but he felt con- 
vinced that the time would come when 
a popular agitation would be raised 
against this tax ; and on all these grounds 
he took the opportunity of protesting 
against the tax, and he certainly wo ld 
divide against it. He begged to move 
the omission of the clause. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, to leave out Clause 2.”—(Mr. 


Dillon.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
of Clause 2 to the word ‘all,’ in page 2, 
line 16, stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I agree very much 
with the sentiments expressed by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo. Ido not wonder 
that a protest against this tax comes from 
Ireland, because taxes of this character 
press with the greatest severity upon 
the poorer classes of the community, 
whether in this country or in Ireland. 
But bad as this tax is, bad as | think the 
finance of the present time to be, I find 
myself not in a position to oppose this 


tax. As long as the House and the 
country chose to persist in the policy 


of extravagance to which we are now 
exposed, it is absolutely certain that you 
will have bad finance. It is the inevit- 
able consequence of the policy which is 
being pursued, not only in the war, but 
in the normal policy of the country, that 
you will have to raise money. As the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has pointed 
out, year after year our expenditure 
is growing at a much greater ratio than 
our revenue, and therefore we must cast 
about to find what taxes may be imposed, 
without any regard as to whether they are 
good or bad taxes. As I understand, a 
sort of apprehension has been created in 
the mind of my hon. friend the Member 
for East Mayo by certain anonymous 
letters in The Times newspaper, which 
he thought might possibly influence 


in times of great prosperity, and when| prejudicially the mind of the Chancellor 
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of the Exchequer. I entirely acquit 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer of being 
influenced by those nonsensical pro- 
ductions. They are so absurd in them- 


selves that they carry with them their | 


own refutation. I do not know who 
the author is, but [ think he has been 
extremely wise to conceal his identity. 
I do not wish to use an offensive epithet, 
but [ think everyone will say how unwise 
amanheis. But I do not think we have 
reached the point of badness of finance 
to suppose that the finance of The Times 
newspaper is likely to be adopted. There- 
fore I dispense altogether with that 
ground of alarm. My hon. friend has 
been struck with the similarity of 
the arguments with respect to the 
sugar tax and a tax upon corn, 
but I would point out to him that there 
is a very wide distinction between taxes 
that are protective and those which are 
not. The tax on sugar is not a protec- 
tive tax. All the money raised upon it 
goes into the Exchequer, whereas in the 
case of a tax on corn or meat, which 
raises the price of the commodity at 
home as well as abroad, a great part of 
the money raised never goes to the Ex- 
chequer at all. [I do not suspect that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer has yet 
been driven to protection, and I am quite 
sure it will take a great deal and a few 
more years of such expenditure before 
he is reduced to that strait. I think 
everyone must be aware of what was the 
condition of taxation after the great 
war at the beginning of the last century. 
In a celebrated passage Sydney Smith 
described how every article used by man 
from the cradle to the grave was taxed. 
We are now going in the direction in 
which I think you may reproduce that 
condition of finance. These taxes are 
oppressive ; of course they are. The 
policy of the Government is one which 
demands oppressive taxation, and I be- 
lieve that as in former days, so in the 
present day the evil will become so great 
that it willcure itself. You have had no 
reimposition of taxes upon the food of the 
people for fifty years. That is because 
you have had fifty years of peace, but 
if you are going to have twenty years of 
war you may go back to taxation as bad 
as that which was experienced in the 
former century. It is quite true that a 
system of sound finance slowly began 


Sir William Harcourt, 
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| at the beginning of the last century. It 
| began under the teaching of the severity 
of taxation due to war, which naturally 
gave rise to the policy of the men who 
advocated economy—a policy now rele- 
‘gated to Saturn. The great Budgets 
of Mr. Gladstone were founded also on 
public economy, and it was in that way 
and by the prosperity thus created, that 
the taxes imposed at the time of the 
Crimean War were taken off. I believe 
the day will not be far distant when in 
this country there will be a hearing given 
to economy. I am quite sure the man 
who would be most glad to hear that 
voice would be the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer of to-day and any Chancellor 
of the Exchequer who may succeed him 
in the future. There are evils so great 
that they bear within themselves their 
own cure. Although I entirely agree 
with my hon. friend in all he has said, 
it is perfectly true that when the House 
of Commons has voted the expenditure 
it must be taken to have the support of 
the country, which has given the Govern- 
ment their majority, but I cannot refuse, 
when the House of Commons has voted 
the expenditure, to find the ways and 
means towards meeting that expendi- 
ture. I condemn the finance upon 
which we are entering, and | wish I could 
think that we are not going far deeper 
into these evils, but may be driven to re- 
impose all the taxes which it has been 
the labour of the great financiers of the 
last century to remove. That was an 
epoch of emancipation. The wheels are 
now reversed, and we are going back on 
the past, and I am afraid we are in the 
fair way, or rather the foul way, of un- 
doing all the work which had _ been 
‘accomplished. We are not only re-im- 
posing taxes which had been removed, 
but we are doing that which, in my 
opinion, is still worse—we are burdening 
posterity with enormous debts, which 
for fifty years we had endeavoured to 
relieve them of. That is a melancholy 
prospect. It is a prospect of financial 
degradation ; it is a necessary conse- 
quence of the policy we are pursuing. I 
shall give a vote in favour of this tax, 
not because I do not condemn it, but 
because I find myself in the situation 
described in the proverb that “ Needs 
must when war drives.” I cannot vote 


‘with my hon. friend on this occasion, 
( 
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but | enter my protest against the taxa- | 
tion which has been forced upon us by | 
the financial policy of the Government. | 


| 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) saia | 
he listened with interest to the copious | 
statistics quoted by the hon. Member for | 
East Mayo to prove the superiority of | 
sugar, but the conclusion to which he 
had arrived was that if the people of 
Ireland, as well as the people of England | 
and Scotland, lived on the less stimulating 
food of their forefathers, and abandoned | 
a tea and coffee diet, they would not | 
only be much better in health, but would 
also take from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer part of the taxation he had | 
imposed on them. His principle object 
in rising was not, however, to discuss the 
merits of sugar as an article of food, but | 
for the purpose of saying a few words on 
the sugar tax as it related to the colonies 
and to sugar refineries at home. An 
Amendment was put down on the Second 
Reading stage of the Finance | ill by the 
late Colonel Milward, whose loss they all 
deplored, to the effect that no system of 
taxation was satisfactory which did not 
afford to sugar produced in the British 
colonies or by British refiners equality 
of opportunity with sugar produced in | 
bounty-giving countries. The Amend- | 
ment was not, however, moved for two | 
reasons ; firstly, because they did not | 
wish to add to the worries of his right | 
hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, as he had already experienced 
so much difficulty in re-establishing the 
old basis of taxation; and, secondly, 
because they believed that the Govern- 
ment would do its very best at the forth- 
coming international conference to have 
the bounties abolished. From what had 
transpired, however, during the debates 
he thought it necessary to make a state- | 
ment from the free-trade point of view 
in connection with sugar taxation. The | 
crucial point was whether sugar could 
be produced more cheaply in tropical 
countries than in European countries, 
and on that point the advantage lay 
with tropical countries to the extent of 
from 10 per cent. to 20 per cent. That 
was admitted by the hon. Member for | 
Devonport, who, however, 
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because the West Indian planters lived 
luxurious lives, and that they had not 
made the same progress in the improve- 
ment of sugar production as European 
countries. But America had proved 
conclusively that, even under existing 
conditions, the West Indies were more 
than a match for European sugar pro- 
ducing countries on terms of equality. 
The United States had given the West 
Indian planters that equality of oppor- 
tunity which was denied them by Eng- 
land, with the result that in every market 
in the United States cane sugar led. 
That would be the result in England 


alsco—— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : How does the bounty 
question arise on the sugar clause ? 


*Mr. WYLIE said that he desired to 
show that there should be a provision to 
counteract the bounty. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think the 
bounty question properly arises. The 
clause is simply a tax on sugar. 


*Mr. WYLIE said he bowed to the 
ruling of the Chair, and he would con- 
clude by saying that there was no public 
question regarding which such progress 
had been made. Twenty years ago 
anyone who advocated equality of oppor- 
tunity for sugar produced in England or 
the colonies would be stigmatised as a 
rank Protectionist. Now the Chambers 
of Commerce of London, Glasgow, and 
other great cities were not only in accord 
with that policy, but strongly advocated 
it, because they recognised that if the 
Crown colonies were denied preferential 
treatment they were at least entitled to 
what they would have secured for them- 
selves hadthey been self-governing colonies 
and British workmen whose products 
were shut out by tariffs from every 
market in the world were entitled to 
demand that in this country at least 


‘they should have a fair field and no 


favour. He believed that a majority of 
the House and the country had 


‘come to a more enlightened view of 


the subject, and that the Government 


made the| would have the cordial support of that 


extraordinary statement that the reason | majority in doing everything they could 
why the colonies in the tropics did not | at the forthcoming Internationa] Con- 


avail of their natural advantages was 
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gress, even to adopting drastic measures, 
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There was no one 
in the House who had a stronger respect 


| for the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


Mr. TAYLOR (Lancashire, Radcliffe) ithan he had, and he was absolutely 


said the most extraordinary reason 
he had ever heard in favour of the tax 
on sugar was that long ago the price of 
sugar was very much higher than it was 
at present, 
safely made dearer. In other words, 
that an article which was naturally cheap 
—he knew it would be contended that 
the bounties made it cheaper than it 
otherwise would be—should be arti- 
ficially made dearer because it was once 
dearer than it was at present. Many 
things were once dearer than they now 
were. Window light was dearer when 
the window tax was in operation, and 
flour and bread—which many would 
like to make dearer if they had the 
courage—were once dearer than at pre- 


sent. It had occurred to many hon. 
Members to contract the very great 
agitation which had been produced 


by the coal tax with the comparative 
apathy, to which the hon. Member for 
East Mayo drew attention, with which 
the tax on sugar had been received. 
There were very good reasons for that. 
As the hon. Member for East Mayo had 
pointed out, the sugar trade as a whole 
had had an opportunity—he did not say 
it was extended to them by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer with set purpose 
—of making a very large extra profit 
out of the tax, because immediately 
the Budget was introduced they _ in- 
creased the price by 4d. per pound on 
large stocks of sugar which had not paid 
any duty at all. The stocks were not yet 


exhausted, and until they were it was 
to the interest of every sugar dealer 


in the country to back up the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer’s proposal, so 
that the extra profit might be secured. 
There was a further evil which naturally 
resulted from the tax. When the pre- 
sent stocks were exhausted, the dealers 
would then have stocks on which duty | 


and that therefore it could | 


| 








convinced of the right hon. Gentleman's 
desire to do everything he could for the 
public interest, but, as he himself had 
indicated, there was very great difficulty 
in keeping secret the intention to levy 
a particular duty, and not unnaturally 
the sugar trade, after all the statements 
in important journals with reference 
to the tax, believed it would be levied, 
and the dealers were now making an 
extra profit without any advantage to 
the revenue. There was another reason 
why there was, as yet, no outcry against 
the sugar tax as compared with the coal 
tax. Why had the coal tax been whittled 
away as far as the present year was 
concerned ? It was because of the 
combined, strong, determined, and con- 
contrated attack by the particular trade 
concerned in the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer’s proposals, and it had suc- 
ceeded because the coal iidustry was 
centred in a few districts, was highly 
organised both as regarded employers 
and employed, and was able at once to 
make its opinion felt in the House of 
Commons. In the sugar industry there 
was no such combination, because the fac- 
tories using sugar were widely scattered 
and could not make their views heard, 
On the Budget night nothing was said 


about the coal tax and the sugar 
tax being permanent. Hon. Members 


fact that the 
permanent tax 
matter of very 
the Chancellor 
desired to bring 
the increase 


learned that later. The 
sugar tax was to be a 
was, in his opinion, a 
serious moment. If 
of the Exchequer 
home to the electors 


‘in national expenditure and the cost 


‘of the war, he 


‘articles they consume, 


would have done 
it more effectively by putting a tax on 
such as alcohol 
or tobacco; but he failed to see the 
special appropriateness of a tax on sugar. 
There were two ways in which a working 


had been paid, and a new vested interest | man handed money over to his wife. 
would be created in favour of keeping | He either handed her a fixed sum out of 


the duty on in order to protect the | his 
had not the| himself and handed her the balance. It 


holders of stocks. He 


yages, or he retained a fixed sum for 


smallest doubt whatever that the Chan- | would be the wife, therefore, that would 
cellor of the Exchequer and his advisers | ‘suffer from the sugar tax, because she 
did everything they could to keep from | would have to make the same amount of 
the knowledge of the trade the intention | money do, whether sugar was dear or 


Mr. Wylie. 
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cheap. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had aiders and abettors on that side of 
the House in his desire to make the 
average elector feel the burden of the 
war expenditure. He was very sorry 
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That recognised the general desire of the 
country and the House not to press 
hardly on the very poor. The Old Age 
Pensions Bill was another step in the 
same direction. It was therefore in- 


to hear the tone of pessimism adopted | consistent to relieve the very poor, and 


that afternoon by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West pregeend 
whom they looked upon as a great 
authority, and whose financial achieve- | 
ments were greater than those of any 
other living man. It might seem pre- 
sumptuous for a young member to differ 
from such an authority, but it seemed | 
to him that the principles of good taxa- 
tion and free trade were as true to-day 
as they had been fifty years ago. 





Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: Hear, | 


hear. | 





Mr. TAYLOR: The point of view of | 
the right hon. Gentleman was that a | 
bad war justified bad taxation, as if two 
blacks could make a white. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: I did 
not say justifies, but necessitates. 
Mr. TAYLOR: The right — 


Gentleman epitomised the whole situa 
tion when he said “ When war drives 
needs must.” But what need? There 
was no need to tax one of the first 
essentials of human existence. There 
were in the country, and even in 
the House, men who believed in the 
principle of taxing what he might call 
the minimum of subsistence. At the 
period of the repeal of the Corn Laws 
he thought it was established once for 
all that it was a principle of British policy 
that the minimum of subsistence should 
not be diminished by taxation, and that 
nothing should be taken away from the 
poorest in the land. It might be said 
that it would not be consistent to re- 
frain from taxing any elector, but fifty 
or sixty years ago it was thought that 
that principle had been established. 
That principle had been recently ex- 
tended. There had just passed through 
the House of Commons a Bill for the 
relief of friendly societies, by which if 
a working man in receipt of five shillings 
a week or less, from a friendly society, 
sought parish relief that amount should 
not be counted as part of his possessions. 








at the same time take away part of the 
minimum of subsistence by taxation. 
It seemed to him that they should decide 
on some intelligible principle and stick 
to it. He knew it was customary to 
regard the repeal of the Corn Laws as 
the establishment of free trade, but it 
was more than that—it was the reform 
of the then existing system of taxation. 
Now a tax was imposed by an avowed 
and honest Free Trader, aided and abetted 
by another Free Trader of great emi- 
nence, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth, which in 
all humility appeared to him to violate 
the principle that the minimum of sub- 
sistence should not be taxed. The sugar 
tax had further evils. Not merely 
would it press hardly on the poorer 
classes, but sugar was also the raw 
material for several industries. The 
fruit industry was happily a growing 
one. He read every day they appeared 
interesting letters of Mr. Rider Haggard 
on the condition of agriculture in the 
country. The fruit industry tended very 
strongly in the direction of peasant pro- 
prietorship, but it depended for its con- 
tinuance, as far as home consumption 
was concerned, on cheap sugar. He was 
aware that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had promised to relieve the jam 
industry from the tax on sugar as far as 
exports were concerned, and no doubt 
the right hon. Gentleman would do as 
much as any man in that respect with 
regard to jam and similar industries in 
which sugar was an important material. 
He was told that on an average a pound 
of sugar was used for every pound of fruit 
in the manufacture of jam, so that the 
tax was a very important matter. Asa 
result of the duty, the manufacturers 
would have to charge more for their 
products in the home markets, or else pay 
less for their fruit. The first result would 
be, not to give the same price for the fruit. 
A good amount of fruit was expected in 
the present year, but a large quantity of 
it would have to be left to rot, as the jam 
manufacturers could not afford to pay 
even the cost of picking it. Over 300,000 
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acres were at present under fruit. That 
acreage haddoubled during the last fifteen 
years, since the decline of wheat-growing 
in several counties. It was a very lucra- 
tive crop, and gave considerable employ- 
ment. A little fruit farm in Sussex, 
containing five acres, gave employment 
to six labourers throughout the year. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
quite in order in referring to the import- 
ance of cheap sugar as regards fruit- 
growing, but he is not entitled to discuss 
the industry of fruit-growing. 


Mr. TAYLOR said that the sugar tax 
was a reversal of the fiscal policy of the 
country, as was shown by the statement 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
said in his Budget speech that it was 
found necessary to propose a departure of 
great importance from the system to 
which they had been accustomed, and 
from which they were unwilling to depart. 
It seemed to him that before such an 
extraordinary departure was decided on 
the Government ought to look in some 
other direction. He understood the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth to say that it did not 
matter whether the taxation was good 
or bad. 


Sik WILLIAM HARCOURT: I said 
that the taxation was sure to be bad in its 
consequences. 


Mr. TAYLOR accepted the correction, 
but he could not agree that they were 
driven to adopt that system of taxation. 
He did not think they were in the last 
ditch as regarded that matter. They 
were not absolutely bound to tax the food 
of the people. There were many other 
objects suitable for taxation, and he pre- 
sumed he would be in order in naming 
some of them, so as to show that the 
system now proposed was not absolutely 
necessary. First, there were ground 
yalues. These in London alone had risen 
in value ten million sterling during the 
last thirty years. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : 
will not be entitled to argue on this point. 
He can indicate the alternative taxes he 
would prefer, but he must not argue as 
to their merits. 


Mr. Taylor. 


{COMMONS} 


The hon. Member | 


Biil. 1492 
Mr. TAYLOR said he had no desire to 


argue as to their merits, he merely 
wished to name the articles. Licensed 
houses might be taxed, and we had 
not yet reached the limits of the income 
tax. If it could be advanced from &d. 
to Is. 2d., it might as well be raised to 
Ils. 6d., and then there would be no 
need to tax either coal or sugar. Surely 
this country must be in a desperate 
condition if it had reached the same stage 
as our Indian finances, and was com- 
pelled to tax a prime necessity of life. 
Were we soon to have bread and salt as 
well as sugar taxed ! It wa: suggested 
that everybody in the country ought to 
bear a fair share of the cost of the war. 
He had only been a member of that House 
a few months, but he had been in business 
for thirty-five years, and his fear was that 
there was approaching one of the worst 
periods for trade and employment that 
we had experienced for many years. 
Yet in face of that we were imposing 
a tax which would be severely felt by the 
very poorest, and there was also the 
prospect of a tax on corn in next year’s 
budget, because the celebrated writer in 
The Times whose advice had been adopted 
in regard to the sugar duty had also 
recommended a tax on meat and corn, 
and other agricultural produce. If that 
principle were to be pursued, wha article 
would escape taxation! He deeply 
regretted to hear so retrograde a 
proposal as that which was now under 
consideration. It was the duty of those 
who had any belief whatever left in 
the principles established fifty or sixty 
years ago to vote against this tax. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) suggested that if the hon. 
Member who last spoke had extended 
his politico - economical researches into 
the works of John Stuart Mill, he 
would fhave found the principle laid 
down that taxation and _ representation 
should proceed co-extensively. That 
writer never put forward the doctrine 
that taxation ought to be levied, not on 
the mass of the people, but on a small 
minority,= That was a very revolution- 
ary doctrine. The hon. Gentleman took 
exception to the sugar tax on a ground 
on ‘which he for one supported it, 
namely, that it afforded an opportunity 
‘for those who controlled the policy of 
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the country to contribute their fair 
quota towards the expense of its govern- 
ment. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
twitted him not unfairly or discour- 
teously with having been more agreeably 
engaged elsewhere when the West 
Indian Committee brought forward their 


case in the Committee stage. 
right hon. Gentleman was quite 
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‘duty would be a stiff one. The hon. 
/Gentleman had ignored that altogether, 
and had said that the imposition of a 
| tax on sugar, which was used for manu- 
facturing and refining purposes in this 
country, had a tendency to protection. 
He failed to see that that was so. 


Mr. TAYLOR: I quite recognise the 
fact that the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


right in saying that he was more|has promised to withdraw from taxa- 


agreeably occupied, but it was only right 
he should explain that he allowed him- 
self to be more congenially engaged, 
because he had ascertained beforehand 
that a fiasco was inevitable in connection 
with the discussion. The West Indian 
Committee had, he found, been squared— 
not of course in any corrupt sense— 


but they had come to the conclusion | 


that their object would be more satisfac- 
torily brought about by abstention from 
hostile action in connection 
Finance Bill. He was in fact led to 
understand that although the amend- 
ment in favour of the establishment of a 
preferential system of trade between 
the Mother Country and the Colonies 
was to be proposed, it would, when the 
critical moment arrived, be withdrawn. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
therefore hardly blame him for thinking 


he was better elsewhere than engaged | 


in a fiasco of that kind. In speaking 
of “squaring,” and of a “ fiasco,” 
however, it must not be supposed 
he was including or in any way 
blaming his hon. friend the Member for 
Central Sheffield, who stood by his guns, 
but at the last moment found himself 
deserted by those at whose trumpet 
eall he had fought. He at any rate was 
entirely free from any blame in that con- 
nection. As regarded the merits of that 
taxation, the last speaker had called 
it protection, but he failed to see any 
protective element in it at all; he only 
wished there was; neither did the hon. 
Gentleman give any evidence of it. As 
he understood it, foreign manufactured 
jam would pay a duty when it came 
into this country. Was he right in that ? | 

THe CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): Yes. 


with the! 


| 
| 
| 


| tion sugar employed in the manufacture 
of jams that are exported. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: A kind of 


export bounty ! 
Mr. TAYLOR: A drawback. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER said it was 
an absolute misnomer for those who 
opposed the tax to associate it with 
protection. As regarded the taxation 
as a whole, he thought it was a sound 
doctrine that those who were mainly 
responsible for the policy of the country 
should pay their fair share of its burdens. 
That was the principle set forth in the 
works on political economy which the 
hon. Member had so much in his mind. 
He had suggested that much of the 
land formerly devoted to corn growing 
might be used for fruit cultivation, 
but he would advise farmers to be very 
careful before they acted on the hints 
of a very eminent statesman in that 
direction—there was no quicker road 
to ruin for everyone concerned. He 
regretted that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had not availed himself 
of the desire of our colonial fellow- 
subjects to enter into special reciprocal 
relations vith the Mother Country in 
connection with trading. If the words 
used by the Prime Minister and the 
Colonial Secretary had any meaning 
at all this clause ought to have contained 
some provision placing imports into this 
country from British colonies and depend- 
encies pon a more favoured footing than 
sugar from elsewhere. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer had always adhered 
to a pious opinion, and resolutely declined 
to encourage fellow-colonists, in any 
shape or form, except upon identically 
the same terms as were accorded to 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: He was glad | foreigners. It was no doubt an orthodox 
to hear that, and he hoped that the! attitude, which earned the applause of 








1495 Finance {COMMONS} Bill. 1496 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member | even if he held that opinion, was it any 
for West Monmouthshire and those! reason why he should depart from the 
who agreed with him, but he hoped that | sound principles of finance of which in 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would | the past he had been so able an exponent ? 
realise, notwithstanding the scattering | As to his right hon. friend opposite, the 
of the forces on the sham amendment} Member for Thanet, he had always 
of the West Indian Committee, and the | believed him to be one of the gentlemen 
squaring of that body, that there was a} whom Mr. Gladstone had in his eye 
strong and growing feeling throughout | when he spoke of those who relegated 
all portions of the Empire in favour of | political economy to Mars and Saturn. 
preferential treatment for the trade| His right hon. friend would fain have 
cited John Stuart Mill as an advocate of a 
sugar tax, heedless of Mill’s contention 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.) | that the margin of subsistence should 
said he wished to join in the protest of | 20t be taxed. No one was ever a greater 
his hon. friend the Member for East | Opponent of anything like taxation on 
Mayo against the imposition of this tax, | food, and he would recommend the right 
which he looked upon as one of the | hon. Gentleman to make a more careful 
very meanest phases of a retrograde study of John Stuart Mill’s fifth book. 
It was curious that Now, he came to a different phase of the 
There were some matters 


of our colonies. 


financial policy. : 
one of the ablest financiers of modern | question. 
times should have been constrained by | Which he often tried to avoid, because 
the necessities of the situation to adopt they aroused within him such strong 
a retrograde policy, in pursuit of which feelings. But in this case he must put 
he not only had swept away the whole self aside and endeavour to awaken the 
of the nation’s savings for the last century | House to a sense of what this duty would 
and had increased its annual expenditure do. The persons he represented were 
by many millions, but now sought to | not only poor but they were very pos 
impose a tax upon one of the principal indeed, and nothing was more difficult for 
means of the subsistence of the people. people in easy circumstances to under- 
It was a Tory Chancellor of the Ex- Stand than the enormous difficulties 
chequer—Sir Stafford Northeote—who | created in a household by the reduction of 
first of all swept away the last vestige of income to the extent of only a few pence. 
the tax upon sugar, and when he swept In speaking upon that subject he had 
it away he stated in most emphatic | Clearly in his mind’s eye the interior of 
terms that it was a tax on food, which, Many wretched poverty-stricken cot- 
as far as he was concerned, would never | tages to be found in many parts of 
be renewed. The present Chancellor of | Donegal, and he was well aware that this 
the Exchequer was a member of the tax of 3d. per pound on sugar would 
Cabinet of which Sir Stafford Northcote | mean to many of those people, not only 
was so distinguished a member, and yet i¢reased discomfort, but also the gnaw- 
it had fallen to his lot to reimpose the | ing feeling of hunger, for there were 
duty. With regard to the speech of the | few occasions in the course of a year 1n 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for Which their appetites were absolutely 
West Monmouthshire, who, while re-| Satisfied. It would be shameful indeed 
gretting the imposition of the sugar tax, ‘if he did not raise his voice in protest 
had announced that he intended to vote | 2gainst the duty being placed upon one 
for it, he could only deplore that the | of the necessaries of life in order to carry 
right hon. Gentleman had so far departed 'on a war which was the outcome of a 
from the principle he had laid down policy his constituents had always pro- 
years ago, when he said that, through tested against. It had been suggested 
thick and thin, he would work to procure | that sugar, after all, was only a luxury, 
a free breakfast table for the people.” but he would like to point out that one 
The right hon. Gentleman had said that Of the results of the development of 
the English people, by a vast majority, civilisation during the last half century 
had determined on the war, and that, | had been to convert what was at one 
therefore, it was only fit and proper that | time a luxury into an absolute necessity 
they should be made to pay for it. But of life. Sugar was a part of the daily 


Mr. James Lowther, 
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nutriment of his constituents in Donegal. | of the day is in the happy position 
It was as essential to them as tea and of being able to reduce or even to 
bread. A rich man thought nothing of | repeal taxation ; but if the expendi- 
the extra 3d. per pound, but in the little ture of the country greatly increases, 
shealings which were found scattered all then the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


Finance 





over the western seaboard, where the | 
family were dependent upon the scanty | 
produce of the five acres of land attached | 
to the home, and where the rent had to | 
be paid out of the harvest earnings in | 
another country of the head of the house- 
hold, this extra charge of $d. per pound | 
upon sugar too often represented at 
leist 15 per cent. of the income, and | 
that fact justified his protest against a 
proposal to rob the poor of the very , 
means of subsistence. He looked upon 
the proposal of the Government as most | 
abominable, and he was confident that | 
if it were persisted in Ministers would be 
deemed by the people of Ireland to be 
hypocrites and oppressors, who deserved 
any vengeance that might fall upon 
them. 


*Stir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member for East Mayo and the hon. 
Member who has just sat down are 
opposed to this tax, not merely on its 
own account, but also because it is a | 
tax imposed to meet the expenditure on 
the war. On that ground, I believe, 
they oppose it more strongly than on 
the merits of the tax itself. But that is 
a matter on which I do not think it 
right or proper to detain the House at 
the present moment. The House has 
sanctioned by a large majority the 
expenditure on the war, and it is neces- 
sary to provide means to meet that 
expenditure, and the only question I 
shal attempt to discuss is the question 
whether this is a proper tax for that, 
purpose. Hon. Members seem to me to 
be a little unfair to my position in this | 
matter. They have accused me of what | 
they have been pleased to call a retrograde | 
policy. They have credited me almost 
with a desire to tax an article of food 
because it is cheap, and they have charged | 
me with initiating a new policy by re- 
imposing the tax on sugar. I hope | 
they will believe that it is always an 
unpleasant and objectionable thing to | 
a Chancellor of the Exchequer to have 
to increase taxation at all. If 


then the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


the | 


expenditure of the country decreases, | 
‘tionable. Still, while finding fault with 
} 


of the day must of necessity find some 
further means by way of taxation to 
enable that expenditure to be borne. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire himself, if he 
had been Chancellor of the Exchequer 
to the Government which was responsible 
for the occupation of Egypt and for the 
military operations in the Soudan, would 
have had to propose increased taxation 
in order to meet the expenditure, and | 
think that when the right hon. Gentle- 
man charges me with bad finance that is 
not an epithet which ought to be applied 
to anything I have done with regard to 
the sugar tax. On a former occasion |] 
quoted the words of Mr. Gladstone him- 
self when welcoming the repeal of the 
sugar duty in 1874—words which dis- 
tinctly showed that the possibility pre- 
sented itself to his mind that it might 
be necessary on some future occasion 
to reimpose the tax. It is suggested 
that this is a retrograde step because 


it is imposing a tax on food ; but hon. 


Members who so argue forget that 
other articles of food are, and always 
have been, subject to taxation in this 
country. ‘Tea, coffee, cocoa, dried fruits, 
and articles of that kind are taxed and 
always have been. No doubt it is a pain- 
ful thing to be obliged to add to the list an 
article of food of such importance and so 
largely consumed by the poor as sugar, 
but it is the only way in which by any 
process of indirect taxation the revenue 
of the country could have been added to. 
I do not believe that the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, who characterised 
this tax as bad finance—— 


Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT : Bad in 


its consequences. 


*Sir. M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
believe the right hon. Gentleman himself, 
if he had stood at this box and had had 
to meet the expenditure of the year—an 
additional expenditure which ought 
to be borne not merely by direct, but 
also by indirect, taxation—could have 
hit on a tax which would be less objec- 
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the proposal on its merits, the right hon. | are quite organised enough to protest 
Gentleman has announced his intention| very strongly in this House if they 
of supporting it as a necessary although | think their interests are seriously en- 
an objectionable tax. I do not think it |dangered. They do not like the tax, of 
is necessary for me to say much on this | course, and indeed nobody likes increased 
subject. It has already been debated | taxation, but 1 am quite certain they do 
three times, and although I entirely | not expect anything like the injury the 
recognise that those who are opposed | hon. Gentleman has suggested. I hope 
to the tax have a perfect right to debate | that having already debated this question 
it again, vet | find myself in this position, | on more than one occasion, the House 
that 1 have already said all I have to} may now be allowed to proceed to a 
say, and I do not think it right | division. 

to take up the time of the House by 7 eae ee 
unnecessary repetition. The hon. Member| MR. BATTY LANGLEY (Sheffield, 
for South Donegal has spoken feelingly | Attercliffe) promised the right hon. 
of his constituents. There are very poor | Gentleman that he would not occupy 
people in Donegal, and there are very |™any minutes, indeed he would not 
poor people in London, and, indeed, al]| have intervened in the debate had it 
over the country, and I admit that very | not been for a statement made by the 
poor people will feel the pressure of the | Chancellor of the Exchequer in & previous 
sugar tax ; but I think the hon. Member | discussion, to the effect that the working- 
has exaggerated the consequences of | class population as a whole were satisfied 
the tax. For what is it, after all ? [| with the tax, or otherwise they would 
have already pointed out that, looking | have raised their voices in protest against 
to the present price of sugar and adding | against it. As the represer.tative of one 
the duty to it, taking the price to the/of the largest working-class constituen- 
retail consumer as increased by 3d. per | cies in the country he had to say that 
lb., the total cost will not be greater with | those whom he had the honour to repre- 
the tax than it was without the tax in| sent were very much opposed to the tax, 
1893. The constituents of the hon.|and would not be satisfied unless he 
Member were poor then, as they are poor | voiced their opposition in that House. 
now. Did they suffer in that year so| There were good reasons for the objection 
materially from the high price of sugar ?|to it. In the first place, it was a tax 
I do not believe there will be any sensible | upon raw material. That, he believed, 
diminution in the consumption of sugar | the right hon. Gentleman had acknow- 
in this country through the tax I now ledged to be the case. One half of the 
ask the House to reimpose, and, when | sugar brought into this country, oF 
the hon. Member for Radcliffe suggests | made here, was used for manufacturing 
that the tax will be of material im- | purposes, and the other half for ordinary 
portance in connection with the fruit- | domestic purposes. Thus, then, the 








growing industry, that it will check the 
confectionery industry and raise heavily 
the price of jam, so that there will he 
less consumption of it than hitherto, ] 
may say I have some facts sent to me 
with regard to the increase in the price 
of jam, and I find that, though no doubt 
there has been an increase not with- 
out importance to the poor, it is 
comparatively so small that I am satisfied 
that no serious injury will be done to 
the jam-making industry. If it were 
likely that there would be, should we 
not have heard a great deal more about 
it? The hon. Member says that the 
confectionery industry and the fruit- 
growing and jam-making industries are 
not sufficiently well organised, but they 
Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


'duty was also a tax on the food of the 
| people, and it was the more objectionable 
because it fell most heavily on the poorest 
of the poor. Further, no one knew when 
‘it was likely to ke repealed. All these 
| were gocd reasons for the opposition of 
[the working classes. Take first the 
| point that it was a tax upon raw material. 
| The trade in manufactured sugar, in 
jam, and in biscuits had increased wonder- 
fully during the last twenty-five years, 
and it was easy to see that this tax practi- 
cally handicapped the British manufac- 
turer in favour of the foreign manutac- 
turer. It altered altogether the con- 
ditions of the trade ; it was a source of 
irritation and friction, and it put the 
manufacturers to considerably increased 
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expense, Then, with regard to its being 
a tax on the food of the people, they all 
knew that the working classes consumed 
a vast amount of sugar. The 670 mem- 
bers of that House, with their wives and 
families, did not consume anything like 
the same amount of sugar as 670 working 
men with their wives and families. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had said 
that the average consumption of sugar 
for domestic purposes in this country 
was 561b. per head per year. But 
suppose he put it at the lower average of 
48 lb. per head, the $d. per pound duty 
represented 2s. for each person, and 
thus a working man and his wife and 
three children would be called upon to 
pay 10s. per year. This constituted a 
very serious item of the family income. 
He knew that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had said a good deal about 
its being necessary to broaden the basis 
of taxation. The same idea obtained 
some years ago, when proposals to put 
taxes upon matches and upon the wheels 
of the poor man’s donkey-cart were 
actually laughed out of existence. Now, 
the right hon. Gentleman, in order to 
broaden the basis of taxation, proposed 
to tax the old woman’s teapot. The 
three things which merchants and 
manufacturers of this country required 
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in order to compete with the foreigner 
were cheap food, free elementary and 
secondary education, and better homes 
for the working man ; not in the interests 
of the working man, but in the interests 
of the trade, commerce, and prosperity 
of the country. Instead of getting cheap 
food, the Government were taxing the 
food of the people. Of the 5,000,000 or 
6,000,000 of the children attending the 
elementary schools of the country tens 
of thousands only had bread and sugar 
for their dinner, and the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was taxing the sugar 
put upon the bread of these poor children. 
He had always considered the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire one of the best national 
financiers of the last century, but even 
he had given away the case in so far 
that, although he was prepared to vote 
against the tax upon coal, he was prepared 
to vote for the tax upon sugar. He 
could not understand the principle him- 
self, and he should vote against both 
taxes, as he believed them to be an inter- 
ference to trade and commerce. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 247; 


Noes, 153. (Division List No. 322.) 


AYES. 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 





Acland-Hood,Capt.Sir Alex. F’. 
Agg-Gardner, James Tynte 
Aird, Sir John 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arkwright, John Stanhope 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline Fitz Roy 
Bailey, James , Walworth) 
Bain, Colonel James Robert 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Capt. C. B. (Hornsey) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.Gerald W(Leeds 
Balfour,Maj.KR (Christchurch 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry,Sir Francis T. (Windsor) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hon.SirM.H.(Bristo! 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bignold, Arthur 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 


Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn) 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, AlexanderH. (Shropsh. 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Sir Edw. H. 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbyshire) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Aston Manor 
Cham berlain,Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chapman, Edward 
Charrington, Spencer 
Churchill, Winston Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Corbett, A-Cameron (Glasgow) 
Corbett, T. L. (Down, North) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crossley, Sir Savile 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


' Dickinson, Robert Edmond 


Dimsdale, Sir Joseph Cock field 
Disraeli, Coninsgby Ralph 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord, Sir William Theodore 
Elibank, Master of 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardeil, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson,Rt HnSird(Manch’r 
Fielden, Edward Brocklehurst 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Fitzroy, Hon. Edward Algernon 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, SirMichael( Lond. Univ. 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hn.J.E. (Elgin& Nairn 
Gordon, J. (Londonderry, 8.) 
Gordon,MajEvans-(T’rH’mlets 
Gore, Hon.S.F.Ormsby-(Linc.) 
Gorst, Rt. Hon .Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, Hon.GeorgeJoachim 
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Goalding, Edward Alfred 

G raham, Henry Robert 
Greene, Sir E. W(B’ rySEdm’ nds | 
Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs.) 
Groves, James Grimble 
Guest, Hon. Ivor Uhurchill 
Gunter, Sir Robert 

Guthrie, Walter Murray 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt HnLordG, Midd’x 
Hamilton, Marq.of(L’donderry 
Hardy,Laurence Kent, Ashfo’d 
Haslam. Sir Alfred S. 

Hay, Hon. Claude George 
Heath, James(Staffords. N. W.) 
Helder, Augustus 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


| Majendie, James A. H. 


} 


Hope, J.F.(Sheftield, Brightside | 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horner, Frederick William 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hoult, Joseph 
Howard, J.( Kent, Faversham) 
Howard, J. (Midd., Tottenham 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N-.R.) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, Hon.Geo.T.( Denbigh) 
Kenyon, James(Lancs., Bury) 
Kenyon-Slaney,Col. W. (Salop) 
Knowles, Lees 

Lambton, Hon. Frederick Wm. 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Law, Andrew Bonar 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant 

Lecky, Rt. Hn. Wm. Edw. H. 
Lee, ArthurH.(Hants,Fareham 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Legge, Col. Hon. Heneage 
Leveson-Gower, Fred. N. S. 
Llewellyn, Evan Henry 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Bristol,S. 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowther, C. (Cumb. Eskdale) 
Lowther, Rt. Hon.James(Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lucas, Col. Francis ( Lowestoft) 
Lucas, Reginald J.(Portsmouth 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, CharlesP.(Glouc.,Stroud 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Black, Alexander William 
Boland, John 
Brand, Hon. 
Brigg, John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burke, E. Haviland- 
Burt, Thomas 


Arthur G. 
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Maconochie, A. W. 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(EdinburghW | 
M‘Killop,James (Stirlingshire) 


Manners. Lord Cecil 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 


| Maxwell, WJH. (Dumfriesshire | 


Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Mitchell, William 

Montagu, G. (Huntingdon) 
Montagu, HonJ. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, DavidJ( Walthamstow 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morris, Hon. Martin Henry F. 
Morrison, James Archibald 
Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Walter (Salisbury) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Peel, Hn. Wm. Robert W. 
Pemberton, John S. G. 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, Lieut.-Col.Richard 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plummer, Walter R. 

Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randles, John S. 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ratcliff, R. F. 

Reid, James (Greenock) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Hon. M.W.(Stalybridge 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Ropner, Colonel Robert 
Round, James 

Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. 

Rutherford, John 

Sadler, Col. Samuel Alexander 


NOES. 


Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caine, William Sproston 
Caldwell, James 

Campbell, John (Armagh, 8.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crombie, John William 
Cullinan, J. 

Davies, Alfred (Carmarthen) 
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Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton (Lincoln) 
Seely, Capt.J.E.B.(Isle of Wight 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H. (Renfrew 


| Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Smith, Abel H. (Hertford, E.) 
Smith, H.C.(North’mb.Tynesd. 
Smith, Hn. W. F. D. (Strand: 
Spear, John Ward 

Spencer, Ernest (W. Bromwich 
Stanley, Edward Jas.(Somerset 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stroyan, John 

Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Thomas, DavidAlfred (Merthyr 
Thorburn, Sir Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Tuke, Sir John Batty 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason,JohnCathcart(Orkney) 
Webb, Col. William George 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.( Ashton und. Lyne 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, A. Stanley(York,E.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Glasgow) 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh.N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Sir Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, Rt. Hon. George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Delany, William 


| Dewar, John A.(Inverness-sh.) 


Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duncan, J. Hastings 

Dunn, Sir William 

Edwards, Frank 

Emmott, Alfred 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 


| Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 


Fenwick, Charles 
Ffrench, Peter 


| Field, William 
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Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flynn, James uate ace 
Fuller, J. M. F 

Furness, Sir Christopher 
Gilhooly, James 

Gladstone,Rt Hn.HerbertJohn 
Hammond, John 
Harmsworth, R. Leicester 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Hayter, Rt. Hn. Sir Arthur D. 
Healy, Timothy Michael 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Hope, John Deans (Fife, West) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, DavidBrynmor(Swans’a 
Jones, William(Carnarvonshire 
Joyce, Michael 

Kear'ey, Hudson E. 

Kitson, Sir James 

Lambert, George 
Layland-Barratt, Francis 
Leamy, Edmund 

Leigh, Sir Joseph 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lundon, W. 

MacDonnell, Dr. Mark A. 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Govern, T. 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Killop, W. (Sligo, North) 
Mansfield, Horace Rendall 
Minch, Matthew 


Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport), in mov- 
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| Mooney, John J. 
Morgan,J.Lloyd (Cormarthen) 


Murnaghan, George 

Murphy, John 

Nannetti, Joseph P. 

Newnes, Sir George 

Nolan, Col. J. P. (Galway, N.) 
Nolan, Joseph (Louth, South) 
Norman, Henry 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Kendal(Tipperary,Mid 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O’Brien, P. J. (Tipperary, N.) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Donnell, John (Mayo, 8.) 
O’Donnell, T. (Kerry, W.) 

O’ Dowd, John 

O’Kelly, Conor (Mayo, N.) 


O’Kelly,James(Roscommon,N. | 


O’Malley, William 

O’Mara, James 
O’Shaughnessy, P. J. 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, J. A. (Saffron Walden) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W. (Durham 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pirie, Duncan V. 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Rea, Russell 

Reddy, M. 

Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare: 
Rigg, Richard 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
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| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Roche, John 


Roe, Sir Thomas 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas ( Hawick B.) 
Sheehan, Daniel Daniel 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soares, Ernest J. 

Spencer, Rt.Hn.C.R( Northants 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal 

Taylor, Theodore Cooke 
Thomson, F. W. (York, W. BR.) 
Tomkinson, James 


| Trevelyan, Chas. Philips 


Tully, Jasper 

Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T- 
Wason, Eugene(Clackmannan) 
Weir, James Galloway 

W hiteley, Geo. (York, W. R.) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Osmond (Merioneth) 
Wilson,Chas. Henry (Hull, W.) 
Wilson, ' red. W.. Norfolk, Mid.) 
Wilson,Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T(Huddersf’d 
Young, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FoR THE Nogs—Mr. 
Dillon and Mr. Batty 
Langley. 


glucose originated from the fact that it 


Now the Chan- 





ing the Amendment standing in his 
name, said that he desired to emphasise 
once again his objection to the unwisdom 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer in 
making a differentiation between the 
duties of glucose and sugar. The evil 
effects of that differentiation were already 
becoming apparent, and they would con- 
tinue to increase, and everybody who 
desired to see the food of the people pure 
and unadulterated would have sympathy 


with his Amendment in that regard. The | 


right hon. Gentleman had said on a pre- 
vious occasion that he had proposed a 
graduated duty upon glucose upon the 
proportion of sugarable properties, if he 
might coin the word, in that solution. 
He, however, maintained that glucose had 
ousted honest sugar, upon which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was entitled 
to the full yield as a preservative in the 
manufacture of jams and _ preserves. 
Since the last occasion he had obtained 
evidence in support of his contention. 


He found, first of all, that the use of 


was cheaper than sugar. 
cellor of the Exchequer had made the 
article doubly attractive to those who used 
it, because he had put a premium upon 
its use by making the duty von it less 
than the duty upon sugar. Some seven 
of eight years ago a firm of j ja manufac- 
turers stated in court that they never 
used glucose; that they considered 
it an adulterant, and that it could only 
be used for making a cheap jam. Seven 
years after that opinion was given the 
manufacture of that particular firm was 
impugned and found to contain glucose. 
The defence of the firm was that they 
had discovered that their competitors 
were using it, and that it was appre- 
ciated by the public. A great body of 
opinion was brought forward in support 
of the assertion that glucose was not an 
adulterant, but the court held that it was 
an adulterant, unless the use of it was 
declared, and it would be noticed that 
all those firms who used glucose were 
careful to keep that fact from the public. 
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Tne Chancellor of the Exchequer no 
doubt attached the greatest importance 
to the opinion he held that the sweetening 
property of this article was not so great as 


Finance 


that of sugar, and that, therefore, the | 


percentage that was used was limited ; 
but that was not so. According to an 
analysis which he had received, the old 
recognised custom, both domestic and 
in manufacture, was that every pound of 
fruit converted into preserve required a 


pound of sugar as a preservative. In! 


those cases where glucose was used the 
proportions, however, were toone pound of 
fruit 35 per cent. of sugar and 15 per cent. 
of glucose, and from those figures the 
right hon. Gentleman would see that 
unless he equalised the duties he himself 
would not only be the means of depriving 
the revenue of that to which it was en- 
titled, but he would also be respon- 
sible for the large amount of falsification 
of food products which would spring up 
unless this equalisation took place. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘*In page 2, to leave out lines 25, 26, and 
27.” —(Mr. Kearley.) 

Question proposed, ** That the words 


proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said the 
Amendment of the hon. Member would 
have the effect of leaving out of the clause 
the only words of the Bill that imposed a 
customs duty on glucose ; therefore it 
was not an Amendment which the hon. 
Member himself would desire to have 
carried. No doubt his object was to 
eall attention to his view that glucose 
was not sufficiently taxed. He could only 
say that his interest was to tax glucose 
as much as he could. He had discussed 
the matter as carefully as possible, and 
taken the best expert advice ; and he was 
satisfied that, as matters now stood, 
glucose was fairly taxed. If there was 
any alteration in the manufacture or 
trade which disturbed the existing 
competition between the two articles, 
so as to make glucose more favoured than 


sugar, then of course that difficulty | 


would have to be met. He could not 
accept the Amendment as it stood. 


Mr. DILLON said that on the last 
occasion the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


Mr. Kearley. 


{COMMONS} 


‘had said that he taxed glucose in pro- 
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portion to its sugar value. What was the 
sugar value of glucose? If it were the 
case that in the manfacture of preserves 
it displaced sugar weight for weight, 
surely the sugar value of glucose was that 
of sugar. It was clear to his mind that 
the value of glucose in this particular 
manufacture was not its sweetening pro- 
perties, but its preserving value. Every- 
body was aware that the reason for 
putting so much sugar into preserve was 
not to sweeten but to preserve it, and if 
that preserving quality could be supplied 
by glucose the sugar value of glucose was 
pound for pound that of sugar. Again, 
if the use of glucose had been held, as it 
had been, to be an adulteration, then by 
putting a small duty upon glucose the 
right hon. Gentleman was putting a 
premium upon adulteration. He com- 
plained that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had given the House no defini- 
tion of the meaning of “ sugar value.” 


Mr. T. M. HEALY asked whether the 

right hon. Gentleman could arrange in 
next year’s Finance Bill to insert these 
new taxes in the same way as the taxes 
on tea and tobacco, so that the House 
would be given the opportunity of going 
over the ground and seeing whether the 
basis on which the Chancellor of the 
‘Exchequer imposed these taxes was 
correct or, whether the views of the hon. 
Member for Devonport were the more 
accurate. The House would then have 
an opportunity of reviewing the whole 
matter with all the light which twelve 
months experience of the Revenue 
Department would throw upon it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said that he 
had already promised that the whole 
matter should be carefully considered 
before next year. In connection with 
new taxes, there must always be points 
which escaped notice at first, and re- 
quired readjustment, and he had no 
doubt that any adjustments required 
could be made next year. 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 
Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 


pool, Exchange) in moving to insert the 
words— 


“ But where it is proved to the satisfaction 
of the Commissioners of Customs that the 
| duty paid on any molasses imported during 
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that period exceeds that which would have | 


been paid after the said 11th day of June, and 
that the excess has not been recovered from 


any person to whom the molasses may have | 


been delivered after importation, the Com- 
missioners of Customs may remit the excess ”— 
said that the Amendment having been 
accepted, he would not add any remarks 
except that by accepting this Amend- 
ment the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had given another instance of the spirit 
of conciliation in which he had framed 
his proposals. 


Amendment agreed to. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH 


moved to insert the words— 


formally 


‘But tinned and bottled apricots in syrup 
or water, and apricot pulp, shall not be liable 
to duty as preserved plums.” 


Amendment agreed to. 


Mr. REA (Gloucester), in moving to 
omit Clause 3 (coal duty), said he did not 
move this Amendment for the purpose of 
interposing with a speech of mere repeti- 
tion or to invite a fruitless debate. It was 
for the simple purpose of making a final 
protest against this tax. Having spoken 
against the principle of the tax on a 
former occasion he would have left the 
matter there, but that he had some facts 
which he thought it was desirable 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
House should know. Some of the predic- 
tions as to the operations of the tax had 
already been realised. He had pointed 
out over and over again that the free and 
cheap import of food stuffs was governed 
by the free export of coal, because it was 
the only article of bulk and weight with 
which we could load ships outward bound. 
He had also said America was coming 
into line with us in this matter and 
would be a great exporter of coal. At 
present her export was grain, and he 
called attention to the ballast rates at 
which grain was brought to this country. 
What had happened? As soon as the 
duty was announced and a strike was 
threatened the managers of the Atlantic 
lines telegraphed for coal to be sent from 
America to England. Grain freights 
fell to 1d. a bushel ; and the consequence 


was that shipowners now refused to carry | 


grain as long as they could get coal. The 
result was that American coal was 
brought into this country at 13s. 6d. per 
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ton. He had been told by the manager 
of a large Atlantic line that never again 
would their ships bring grain at ld. a 
bushel while they could get coal, and that 
bore out his contention that our cheap 
imports depended on our free export of 
coal. It meant that the food of the people 
would never be brought to this country 


| again as cheaply as in the past ; and that, 


where economic forces were fairly equally 


balanced, a small interference would 
affect the whole course of trade. If 
we could not hold our own in 


the home ports where the American 
steamers came, how could we hold 
our own in neutral ports? That is 
the question. What does the monopoly 
argument of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer amount to? He maintained 
that our monopoly was unassailable, and 
that, in spite of all the increases of freight 
and the fluctuations of trade, our export 
in coal went on increasing from year to 
year, and that the trade was so strong 
that nothing could injure it. From the 
Treasury point of view, for a man sitting 
in his office and judging solely from 
figures and statistics, that was a_per- 
fectly reasonable view. It was pointed 
out again and again that we had lost dis- 
tant markets, especially markets beyond 
the Suez Canal—that we had absolutely 
lost some, and that our trade with others 
had very much decreased. But to this 
the reply of the right hon. Gentleman 
was that, although we were losing the 
fringes of our monopoly, the countries 
that still took our coal had increased their 
demands, so that they more than made 
up for the loss—that over 60 or possibly 
70 per cent. of the area of our old 
monopoly we still had an absolute 
monopoly, and that that 60 or 70 per 
cent. was more important than the whole 
100 per cent. used to be. That was a 
natural position for the theorists, judging 
from the figures, and not acquainted 
with the actual facts of the trade to take 
up. The concessions which the right 
hon. Gentleman has made have been to 
the fringe of the trade, but while he has 
been looking at the irontier the citadel 
itself isin danger. In the area in which 
the right hon. Gentleman maintains our 
monopoly is complete our trade is 
threatened, and more than threatened. 
Our competitor in this case is America. 
America is systematically and scientifi- 
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cally attacking the Mediterranean and | 
European markets generally. The right 
hon. Gentleman says that ocean freights | 
are a sufficient protection. I say that | 
they are not. Many hon. Gentlemen 
who know the trade agree with me. The 
difference of opinion may be perfectly 
harmless in this House, but there happens | 
to be a third party to the dispute—the 
American capitalist—and he unfortu- 
nately agrees with me and not with the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. What 
advantages has America in this matter ? 
In the first place, coal can be produced 
in America and put in the truck at 60 
cents per ton, so that the American pro- 
ducer can get his coal delivered at his 
own shipping port, though it is some 


/ 


distance from the colliery, for less 
than half the present price of 
Cardiff coal at Cardiff. Since this 


measure was introduced I have had an 
opportunity of seeing plans of colliery 
boats, some building, and others ready 
to build, of a hitherto unknown size— 
boats capable of taking 10,000 tons, and 
these are being built for the Mediter- 
teranean trade. The Americans intend 
to assail our market there, and in my 
opinion they have a very good chance. 
This is a separate question from my first 
point—the ballast question. This trade 
the American ship-owning, railway-own- 
ing, coal-owning capitalist calculates | 
can stand by itself. The ballast trade is | 
a sort of by-product, while this is an 
independent trade, and it is calculated 
by those who are accustomed to careful 
eommercial calculations that these 
steamers can run and return in water 
ballast and compete with the coal of 
Wales and Newcastle. This may be a 
ridiculous opinion to hold, but men are 
risking their money on it, and really, 
to use a phrase which has become almost 
classical, if I were to put my money on 
either horse, I think at the present 
moment I should put it on the horse | 
which is not handicapped by this tax. 
fAn Hoy. Memper: Then you would 
lose it.] I believe this tax is a bad tax 
commercially and economically, and at 
the present moment it is particularly 
unfortunate. Only those who are inti- 
mately acquainted with the trade know 
how near the competition has come. It 
would have come in any case, but this | 
tax has hastened and assisted it. I fear | 

\ 


Mr. Rea. 
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that in the future the probably successful 
competition that we shall meet in our 
own markets will be dated in popular 
opinion from this Budget. Justly or 
unjustly, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will be regarded as the father 
and author of that competition. I yield 
to nobody in my admiration of the right 
hon. Gentleman; I admit that his 
reputation as a financier is as high as 
that of anybody in the world, but I 
believe that he is doing that which will 
for ever associate his name, perhaps to 
an unjust extent, with a permanent 
turn in the tide of the prosperity of a 
trade which is in some respects our 
greatest export trade ; and it is for these 
reasons that I move the motion standing 
in my name. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 40, to leave out Clause 3.” 
—(Mr. Rea.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That the words 
of Clause 3 tothe second word ‘ the,’ in 
line 43, stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): Perhaps 
as I have not spoken on this question | 
may be allowed to say a few words on 
the principle of this coal tax, and to 
give my reasons for supporting it. This 
matter has been argued a little too 
much from a sordid and selfish point of 
view. It is quite possible that any tax 
which is levied may injure certain people, 
and this tax may injure coal owners, or 
miners, or shipowners. We all regret 
that injury, and would avoid it if possible, 
but in spite of that possible injury it 
may be perfectly right that the tax 
should be levied. Somebody else has to 
be considered in the matter—namely, the 
nation. They have a right to be heard, 
and I speak on their behalf. Whilst | 


may allow all that has been said, and fully 


sympathise in the pitiful, though perhaps 


‘somewhat exaggerated, stories we have 


heard, I take my stand on another 
ground. Even though everything that 
has been said be true, and all the injury 
which has been alleged is going to be 
done, I still say that the tax is a just one. 
It has been suggested that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was looking 
round for plunder, and, seeing a flourish- 
ing trade, said it ought to be taxed. I 
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do not think that that is the ground on 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
acted. This tax would be perfectly 
justifiable whether the coal trade was 
prosperous or not. The principle of the 
tax is perfectly independent of the tem- 
porary condition of the trade affected. 
There are two principles which have 
been somewhat misused in this matter. 
Hon. 
House have urged one principle which 
does not apply, and they have forgotten 
to use one principle which does apply. 


The first is that this is a violation of the | 


principles of free trade, and all econo- 
mists agree that you ought never to tax 
exports. One speaker after another has 
spoken as if coal was a product, and 
this a tax on production. I am sorry 


the right hon. Gentleman the Member | 


for West Monmouth is not in his place, 
as I wish to protest against a certain 
jeer uttered by the right hon. Gentle- 


man against a writer who was once a very | 


near friend of mine—the late Professor 
Jevons. 
facts in the book with which the right 
hon. Gentleman quarrelled, the one 


yrinciple laid down by Professor Jevons | 
it A 


isa true principle—namely, that coal is a 
national property, and that the nation, 
qua nation, has certain duties in regard 
to the way in which it ought to be treated. 
To talk of it as a product, like cotton, 
wool, or leather, is absolute nonsense. 
Coal is a gift. No more can be made of 


it. You cannot make a single ounce. | 


It lies in a category entirely by itself, and 
is subject to economic principles of a 
totally different character. The hon. 
Member who last addressed the House 
spoke of the restriction of our export 
trade, and was alarmed at the prospect 
of America sending us their coal. I am 
a free trader, and should be very glad to 
get their coal—the cheaper the better. 
{ am not one of those persons who are 
so anxious to shovel away our gift on to 
foreign nations. The House should 
remember that, whatever be the result 
of the tax, this fact remains true, that | 
every ton of coal you part with increases 
the cost of raising the next ton, and when 
you have once parted with it you can 
never replace it. In my own part of 
Lancashire my own place stands on 
empty coal mines. We cannot replace 
the coal that has gone. We have to go 
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Gentlemen on this side of the! 


Whatever be the particular. 
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miles and miles now for our coal, and 
the consequence will be the sa e with 
the nation at large. Coal is an asset, a 
gift of nature, subject to principles 
entirely different from anything else, 
and therefore not to be governed by 
commonplace political economy. 

But there is a principle which does 
/apply to the matter, which the House 
has not yet considered, and which my 
friends on this side have apparently lost 
‘sight of. I do not wish to introduce 
party politics, but if there is one principle 
more than another upon which the 
Liberal party must depend if ever they 
are to return to power it is the principle 
‘of the national rights in the land. That 
is the key stone of the arch across which 
they have to march if they are ever to 
march to victory. That principle lies 
deeper in the hearts of Radical electors 
‘than any other, and it is the principle 
which I uphold in advocating this tax. 
The nation has inalienable rights in the 
land and in the minerals therein con- 
tained; those rights cannot be taken 
away by any charter, legal deed, or Act 
of Parliament. I, as a member of the 
nation, have certain rights in this coal, 
and I ask, What are you going to do with 
those rights? What do | see? The 
landlord gets his royalties, and I have 
been told that I ought to attack the land- 
lord who takes his royalties, but I am not 
going to do that, when by so doing I may 
miss something more real. I ask for 
my share of the property. The coal- 
‘owner gets his profit, and judging by 
recent events it is not to be despised. 
The miner gets his wage. Where do I 
come in? You have all got your share ; 
my coal is going ; my property is being 
taken away—where is my share? Then 
I am asked, Why not put the tax on all 
coal? Another principle comes in there 
to justify the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. It is said that this is an unfair 
tax because it taxes some districts and not 
others, and falls upon some kinds of coal 
while others escape. That is a mere 
accident of the incidence of the tax, and 
has nothing whatever to do with the 
principle underlying it. The principle 
is that where you export coal, the only 
way in which the nation can receive 





its share or secure its right in that coal 


is by an export duty. There is a dif- 
ference between coal used and coal ex. 
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ported. The chief value of coal lies not 
in its intrinsic value, but in its “ poten- 
tiality for riches "—not in the 5s. or 10s. 
which it costs, but in the trade which it 
encourages and to which it is necessary. 
[ speak on behalf of trade, which depends 
on coal, and I say that we are deeply in- 
terested in the preservation of our coal 
supply and its cheapness. Look at the 
map of England, and you will find that 
trade has followed coal. At one time 
Kent was the great iron district of the 
country, because the wood was there. 
The trade is no longer in Kent. In every 
ease trade follows coal, and when coal 
goes, trade goes ; there is no escape from 
it. We have been told that substitutes 
are coming in. Where are they? The 
imperial character of coal is as unchal- 
lenged to-diy as ever it was. Some- 
body says “ Electricity.”’ Electricity 
is only another form of coal, and the 
more we use electricity the more coal 
we require. As to the force of wind, 
windmills have been given up, they do 
not pay when there is a chance of using 
coal. Others tell us to use oil or im- 
ported coal. When the day comes for 
the trade and the manufactures of the 
country to depend on imported coal or 
oil you may write “ Ichabod” over the 
door. Therefore I say that this is an 
important matter for trade, and I want 
my share in the nation’s property. 
[Laughter.] I can quite understand 
hon. Members on the other side of the 
House, who do not share these views 
with regard to land tenure, laughing at 
me, but I cannot understand the merri- 
ment of hon. Members on this side, who 
are always prating about the national 
rights in the land, but who, because this 
tax touches their pockets or the trade of 
their constituents, are proving them- 
selves false to the principle which lies at 
the very root of their political faith. 
I am told that I am an alarmist. I 
am not. I am not saying that our coal 
will be used up immediately. I say that 
if the coal goes and the nation does not 
use it for trade I will have a tax on it ; 
whoever pays it, I will have my shilling. 
But the alarmist view is not so ridicu- 
lous as some suppose. It is not a ques- 
tion of the coal being exhausted ; it is 
a question of its production becoming 


so costly that it ceases to serve the pur- 


Mr. Harwood. 


‘rate of 20 per cent. 
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poses of trade. When you get to a 
depth of 4,000 feet, in addition to adding 
to the cost of raising the coal you in- 
crease the cost of ventilation, and the 
temperature is raised by 60 or 70 degrees. 

[ am not referring in this matter to a 
fancied danger. It is to the interest 
of the nation that it should use its coal 
and not export it. Since 1869, a period of 
of thirty years, whilst our total produc- 
tion of coal has not quite doubled, it 
having increased from 120,000,000; to 
229,000,000, the quantity we export has 
quintupled; we are steadily sending 
away a larger and larger proportion of our 
coal without using it. That is contrary 
to our national welfare. It is said that 
if there is no coal to send there will be no 
ships. Do those who hold that view 
mean to say that because we do not send 
coal to the United States therefore there 
is no shipping trade between this country 
and the United States? It is not 
whether we shall send coal or nothing, 
but whether we shall send coal for which 
the nation gets no benefit or manu- 
factured products for which the nation 
gets a profit. The cheaper we have coal 
at home and the more coal we use, the 
more manufactured products we shall 
export, and the better off the nation 
will be. Let me show the House that 
foreign nations take our coal regardless 
of the price. Dividing the last twenty 
years into periods of four years, what do 
we find? From 1885 to 1889, there 
was a fall in the price of coal of 2 per cent., 
and a rise in the exports of 20 per cent. : 
in the next period there was a rise of 
26 per cent. in price, and a rise of 21 per 
cent. in exports ; during the next period 
there was a fall of 13 per cent. in price, 
and a rise of 20 per cent. in exports ; 
and during the next period a rise of 
76 per cent. in price, and a rise 
of 26 per cent. in exports; that 
is to say, that while the price of coal 
fell one period and rose the next, the 
quantity exported steadily rose at the 
Hence it is that we 
are steadily sending away—if I may use 
a vulgar expression—our industrial guts. 

It is not easy thus to stand up against 
those with whom you are politically 
associated, or to vote with the Govern- 
ment, as I have had to do all along on 
this proposal. But I have other duties 
than those of party. I have duties to the 
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nation of which [ am a member, and | 
back up the Government’s proposal on 
the sound principle that it is an assertion 
of the nation’s right in its coal. ;An 
Hon. MemBer: Put on 5s.] 1 would, 
if 1 could get it. But the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has not taken up the 
position of prohibiting the export of coal. 
That would introduce another principle 
altogether. His position is that if coal 
is exported it should pay its proper toll 
to the nation, which has a certain owner- 
ship right in it. 

Lastly, let me reter to the patriotic 
side of the question. It has been ac- 
knowledged.throughout this debate that 
Welsh steam smokeless coal is not only a 
gift, like all other coal, but a peculiar 
gift. I have made some inquiries for 
years past, and I believe | am right in 
saying that there is no such coal any- 
where else in the world. In connection 
with submarine boats I have had occasion 
to visit a good many ships of other fleets, 
and I will mention one incident that 
occurred. Ll was on board one of the 
French flagships, and Ll asked the admiral 
about the coal he used. He said, 
* Ordinarily, of course, we use whatever | 
coal we can get, but I may tell vou that 
in emergencies there is one coal and one 
coal only that will do for us, and that is | 
Welsh steam coal.” | asked what differ- 
ence it made. He said, “It will make | 
to this ship, because | have tried it, a 
difference of two knots an hour, beside | 
being smokeless in case of battle.” Now, | 
is it not suicidal to shovel this coal on to | 
the foreigner? See the advantages it 
would give you in naval warfare. In the 
first place, the enemy could not run 
after you as quickly, while, secondly. | 
which from an Englishman’s point of | 
view | think is more likely, they could | 
not run away from you as quickly. That | 
is a point we ought to bear in mind. 1} 

| 
| 
| 


contend that coal must not be talked 
or reasoned about as an ordinary pro- 
duct. It is a special gift, and it is| 
almost our only asset. We are apt to 
jeer about our duty to posterity, but 
when I see the way in which we are— 
probably inevitably—piling up debt and | 
increasing our obligations, [I say we | 
ought very seriously to consider how we | 
manipulate our national! assets. Those | 
assets stand against our debts, and they 
are the only things that do, and the | 
VOL XCVL [FOURTH SERIES. | 
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way to treat this supreme asset of the 
nation is to encourage its use in our own 
country, and not to encourage its being 
sent abroad, merely in order that my 
friends behind me may pocket additional 
profits. I ask the House to support 
th Government in this duty, because | 
believe it to be both economically sound 
and patriotically wise. 


*Mr. DAVID MaclVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) said he did not agree with 
the hon. Member's view with regard 
to tenure of land, but he cer- 
tainly supported everything else he 
had put torward. He was strongly 
in favour of the principle of the coal tax, 
and believed that the opposition to it was 
more political than real. The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had exhibited 
the greatest patience, skill, and con- 
sideration in the conduct of the Bill, and 
had fairly and rightly met the reasonable 
demands of north country coalowners. 
Ile believed there was no one in the 
House with a longer or more varied 
experience of the trades affected by 
this tax than himself, and he was 
amazed at the views put forward by 
the hon. Member tor Gloucester. The 
hon. Member had tailed to put before the 
Ilouse facts which, from his position as 
chairman of the Taff Vale Railway Com- 
pany and as a carrier of coals by sea, 


}must have been within his knowledge 


he should have stated; but he (Mr. 
Maclver) would endeavour to supply 
some ot the omissions. As to the 


isuggested coal strike, long before the 


coal tax was suggested a strike was in 
contemplation in South Wales. The 
price of coal was falling rapidly, and 
it was thought that by restricting the 
output the price could be kept up. The 
idea had nothing whatever to do with 
the Government proposals, and it’ was 
abandoned because it was not thought 
likely to succeed. As to American com 
petition, it existed only because of the 
present abnormal absence of freights. 
There was a time, when coal was at its 
highest price, when even English railway 
companies had before them proposals for 
the supply of American coul. He did 
not know that any company had actually 
hought American coal, but they came 
very near it, because of the extravagant 
pitch to which those interested in this 


| 
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country had run the price of coal. With | 
coal at a normal price and the freight 
market in its normal condition American 
competition was a mere bogey, but with 
extravagant prices it might come in. 
A great deal had been made of the pro- 
posals for building immense colliery 
steamers for carrying American coal to 
the Mediterranean. He remembered 
very well the newspaper paragraphs on 
which the statements with regard to that 
matter were based, and, in his opinion, 
the whole thing was a piece of American 
bluff. If such vessels were in existence 
they would not be employed in the coal 
trade, but in some other trade out of 
which they would be more likely to make 
money. Coal carrying was really the chief 
element in his own business, but he did 
not expect to lose anything by reason of 
this tax. The fluctuations in the coal- 
carrying trade were far more than Is. a 
ton. He had known freights to fluctuate 
between 10s. and 24s. in a series of con- 
tracts running practically at the same 
time, and with such facts as that before 
him he did not see how any man in his 
senses could believe that Is. a ton would 
injure the trade. He liked the tax so far 
as it imposed the burden on the foreigner, 
and that it certainly would do with 
regard to Welsh coal. It was repeatedly 
asked why, if the foreigner could be made 
to pay the tax, the Cardiff people did not 
put the Is. on the price. The reason was 
the competition amongst the Cardiff 
people themselves. In conclusion, he 
expressed the hope that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer would reconsider the 
case of the Channel Islands, the inhabi- 
tants of which were British subjects. 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the 
debate stood adjourned. 
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Debate to be resumed to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP N). 


Leave given to the Committee to make 
a Special Report.—(Sir John Brunner.) 


Special Report brought up, and read. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (HOUSING OF THE WORK- 
ING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 

Reported, without amendment |Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report 
and Special Report to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time to- 
morrow. 


PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITTEE. 
“Third Report brought up, and read ; 


Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 259.] 


NATIONAL GALLERY (PURCHASE OF 
ADJACENT LAND) BILL. 
Special Report from the Select Com- 
mittee on the National Gallery (Purchase 
of Adjacent Land) Bill. with Minutes of 
Evidence, brought up, and read. 


Bill reported, with Amendments. 
Bill, as amended, re-committed for 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 


261.) 


Report, and Special Report, to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 260.] 


Adjourned at twenty-seven before 
Six of the clock. 
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Title of Bill. 


Alkali, ete., Works Regu- | 


lation [H.L, ] 


Animals Slaughtered | 
(Compensation) | 
Bank Holiday Acts | 
Amendment 


*Congested Districts Board 
(Ireland) 
*Consolidated Fund (No. 2) | 


Conveyance of Cycles 


Convocations of the Clergy | 
[H.L. ] 
County Councils 
iaws) | H.L. 
*Customs Duties (Isle of 
Man) 
Drinking Places (Animals) 


(Bye- 


| 
| 
| 


Drnunkards [H. 1. ] 
*Edueation 


*Edueation (No. 2) 


*Finance 


*Loan 
*Lunacy (Ireland) 

Meat Marking (Ireland) 
*Militia and Yeomanry 


*Prevention of Corruption 
(No. 2) [H.L.] 
Public Libraries [1 L. j 


Purchase of Land (Ireland) 
(Ivo. 2 
*Supreme Court of Judica 
ture (Appeals) [H.L. ] 


Tied Houses (Freeing) 


Brought in by 


Mr. Louis Sinclair 


Mr. Ormshy-Gore 


| Mr. Wyndham 


Mr. J. W. Lowther 


| Six Howard Vincent 


Mr. Hy. Hobhouse 


Mr. Austen Chamber- 


lain 


Mr. Louis Sinclair 
Sir J. Gorst 


Sir J. Gorst 


| Mr. J. W. Lowther 


Mr. J. W. Lowthes 


| Mr. Field 


Mr. Brodricl. 
Sir R. Finlay 
Lord Balearres 
Col. Nolan 
Sir R. Finlay 


Mr. Rea 


Progress. 


Second Reading. (Adjourned) 
8 July (1275) 
Read 1° 2 July (617) 


| Read 1° 9 July (1365) 


Read 1° 8 July (1167) 


Read 2° 27 June (108) ; Com- 
mittee 28 June (369); 
3° 1 July (452) 

Withdrawn 3 July (767) 


Read 1° 5 July (1010) 


Read 1° 3 July (768) 


Read 1° 1 July (446) 


Read 1° 2 July (618) 


| Read 1° 1 July (446) 


| Withdrawn 1 July (532) 


Read 1° 2 July (609) ; Second 
Reading( Adjourned) 8 July 
(1170); Read 2°9 July(1366) 

Committee, 27 June (163); 
1 July (455) ; 2 July (620) ; 
Report (671) ; Recommittal 
4 July (816) ; Consideration 
10 July (1475) 

Read 2’ 4 July (817) 


Read 1°9 July (1365) 
Committee, 9 July (1451) 
Read 1° 1 July (446) 

Read 1° 4 July (815) 
Committee, 27 June (195); 
3 July 766; 8 July 1276 
Read 1° 3 July (767); Read 
2° 8 July 1276 
Read 1° 4 July (815) 


Read 1° 28 June (290) 
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APPENDIX IL. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1901. 


List oF RULES, ORDERS, &c., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


[Continuation of List given in preceding Volume. | 


| 
Title of Paper. Date from which | Period to lie upon 
| 


the Period runs the Table. 


— — _ i H montanes 





Board of Education,—-Copy of Minute of the Board of 3 July One month 
Education, dated 3rd July 1901, establishing Regu- ‘ 
lations for Evening Schools and Classes [33 and 34 
Vic., ¢. 75, s. 97] 


Local Government Act, 1888,—Copy of Regulations 4 July 30 days 
made by the Local Government Board amending ; ; 
the Regulations applying to the creation, issue, | 
transfer, redemption, and other dealings with any 
Stock created by County Councils under the Act 
[51 and 52 Vie., ¢. 41, s. 70 (3)] 


Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1890,—Copy of | t July 30 days 
tegulations made by the Local Government Board | 
amending the Regulations applying to the creation, 
issue, transfer, redemption, and other dealings w ith 
any Stock created by Local Authorities under The 
Public Health Acts Amendment Act, 1890 [53 and | 
54 Vic., c. 59, s. 52 (3)] 











